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Rules and Regulations 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration, Department of Transpor- 
tation 

[Docket No. 8060; Amdt. 39-570] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


Certain Dowty-Rotol Propellers 


Amendment 39-382 (32 F.R. 5366), AD 
67-10-3, as amended by Amendment 
39-392 (32 F.R. 5464) requires periodic 
inspection for and replacement of 
cracked propeller cylinders on Dowty- 
Rotol propellers. Service experience ob- 
tained after issuing Amendment 39-392 
has shown that the cracks appear more 
frequently than originally anticipated 
and that the inspection intervals in the 
present AD are too long. Therefore, the 
AD is being further amended to provide 
shorter inspection intervals appropriate 
to the new data. This decrease in inspec- 
tion intervals is not anticipated in the 
Dowty-Rotol Service Bulletin 61-521, 
dated March 1967, and reference to that 
bulletin in the AD is no longer appro- 
priate. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, 
it is found that notice and public proce- 
dure hereon are impracticable and good 
cause exists for making this amendment 
effective in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, Amendment 39-382 (32 F.R. 
5366), AD 67-10-3, as amended by 
Amendment 39-392 (32 F.R. 5464) is 
further amended by: 

(1) Amending paragraph (a)(3) to 
read as follows: 


(3) For propellers with 5,900 or more land- 
ings but less than 12,000, within the next 
100 landings, unless already accomplished 
within the last 200 landings and thereafter 
at intervals not to exceed 300 landings since 
the last inspection, comply with (b). 


(2) Amending paragraph (a)(4) to 
read as follows: 


(4) For propellers with less than 5,900 
landings, before accumulating 6,000 landings, 
and thereafter at intervals not to exceed 300 
landings since the last inspection, comply 
with (b). 


(3) Amending paragraph( b) by strik- 
ing out the words “March 1967” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words “Revi- 
sion 3, dated November 1967”. 

(4) Amending paragraph (c) to read 
as follows: 


(c) Notwithstanding (a), the repetitive 
inspection intervals required in (a) (3) and 


(4) are raised to 600 landings for 
R.148/4-20-4/21E propellers. 


This amendment becomes effective 
April 1, 1968. 
(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
18, 1968. 


(c) 


R. S. Suirr, 
Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3631; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket 8630; Amdt. 39-569] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


Tost Type Universal 53 Glider Tow 
Couplings in Glasflugel H-301 
Gliders 


A proposal to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to include 
an airworthiness directive (AD) requir- 
ing installation of tow cable deflectors in 
accordance with Glasflugel Modification 
No. 23 on Glasflugel H-301 “Libelle” 
gliders, Serial Nos. 2 through 55, equipped 
with Tost Type Universal 53 glider tow 
couplings was published in 33 F.R. 292. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak- 
ing of the amendment. No objections 
were received. 


In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 


GLASFLUGEL. Applies to Glasflugel H-301 
“Libelle” gliders, Serial Nos. 2 through 
55, equipped with Tost Type Universal 
53 glider tow couplings. 

Compliance required within the next 100 
hours’ time in service after the effective date 
of this AD, unless already accomplished. 

To reduce the release load on the Tost 
Type Universal 53 glider tow coupling when 
the tow cable imposes asymmetrical loads, 
install tow cable deflectors on each side of 
the CG hook, in accordance with Glasflugel 
Modification No. 23, Drawing No. 301-15—16, 
or later LBA-approved issue or an equivalent 
approved by the Chief, Aircraft Certification 
Staff, FAA, Europe, Africa, and Middle East 
Region. 


This amendment becomes effective 
April 26, 1968. 
(Sees. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., 
March 18, 1968. 


on 


R.S. SuiFr, 
Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3632; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 67-CE-142] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Designation of Additional Control 
Area 


On December 22, 1967, a notice of pro- 
posed rule making was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (32 F.R. 20738) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administration 
was considering an amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions that would designate an additional 
control area with a 1,200-foot AGL floor 
from Macon, Mo., direct to Columbia, Mo. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro- 
posed rule making through the submis- 
sion of comments. All comments received 
were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is amended, effective 0001 e-.s.t., 
May 23, 1968, as hereinafter set forth. 

Section 71.163 (33 F.R. 2051) is 
amended by adding the following: 


Macon, Mo. 


From Macon, Mo., VOR 12 AGL to Colum- 
bia, Mo., VOR. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Washington, 
March 19, 1968. 


D.c., on 


T. McCorMack, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3633; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 67—-CE-—149] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Designation of Additional Control 
Area 


On January 12, 1968, a notice of pro- 
posed rule making was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 470) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administration 
was considering the designation of an 
additional control area from Kansas 
City, Mo., direct to Ottumwa, Iowa. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro- 
posed rule making through the submis- 
sion of comments. All comments received 
were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0001 e.s.t., May 23, 
1968, as hereinafter set forth. 

Section 71.163 (33 F.R. 2051) is 
amended by adding the following: 
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Orrumwa, Iowa 


From the Ottumwa, Iowa, VORTAC 12 AGL 
26 miles, 50 MSL to Kansas City, Mo., 
VORTAC. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
19, 1968. 
T. McCorRMACK, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3634; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 67—CE-83] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Federal Airways 


On August 3, 1967, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (32 F.R. 11282) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administration 
was considering amendments to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulatiohs that 
would realign V-6 and V-160 via the 
Sidney, Nebr., VOR at its new site at lat. 
41°05’45’’ N., long. 102°58’51’’ W. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro- 
posed rule making through the submis- 
sion of comments. All comments received 
were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended effective 0001 e.s.t., May 23, 
1968, as hereinafter set forth. 

Section 71.123 (33 F.R. 2009) is 
amended as follows: 

1. In V-6 “Sidney, Nebr., 293° 
radials;” is deleted and “Sidney, Nebr., 
291° radials;” is substituted therefor. 

2. V-160 is amended to read as follows: 

V-160 From Denver, Colo.; 12 AGL INT 


Denver 045° and Sidney, Nebr., 230° radials; 
12 AGL Sidney. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
19, 1968. 


T. McCorMACK, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3635; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 8522; Amdt. 93-11] 


PART 93—SPECIAL AIR TRAFFIC 
RULES AND AIRPORT TRAFFIC 
PATTERNS 


Valparaiso Special Rule 


The purpose of this amendment is to 
place the communications requirement 
now existing for the Valparaiso, Fla., 
terminal area on a continuous basis. 

By letter of August 3, 1967, the U.S. 
Air Force (USAF) requested that the 
Special Air Traffic Rule for the Val- 
paraiso, Fla., terminal area be made ap- 
plicable on a continuous basis rather 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


than from sunrise to sunset, Monday 
through Saturday. 

Recognizing that a potentially hazard- 
ous condition existed in the airspace 
separating Restricted Areas R-2914 and 
R-2915 due to the high speed USAF test 
flights operating between these areas, 
the FAA adopted Amendment 93-5, effec- 
tive December 10, 1964, which added 
Subpart F—Valparaiso, Fla., terminal 
area. 

Substantively, the regulation requires 
that unless otherwise authorized flights 
may not be conducted in the airspace 
between Festricted Areas R-2914 and R— 
2915 A and B during daylight hours, 
Monday through Saturday, unless com- 
munications with ATC have been estab- 
lished for purposes of receiving ATC 
advisories concerning operations being 
conducted in the area. 

The USAF contends that, due to an 
increase in general testing programs in 
the Eglin Complex, it is no longer feasible 
to schedule military crossings of the cor- 
ridor between the restricted areas only 
during the periods between sunrise and 
sunset, Monday through Saturday. 

The Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration (FAA) Southern 
Region investigated the matter and de- 
termined that the high volume of test 
activities and the unpredictable defense 
requirements require night and Sunday 
operations. They further determined 
that the Eglin Radar Approach Control 
and the Crestview Flight Service Station 
are capable of providing advisory service 
to aircraft using the corridor 24 hours a 
day, 7 days a week. 

On November 3, 1967, a notice of pro- 
posed rule making was issued which pro- 
posed to amend Part 93 of the FARs as 
indicated above. 

Four comments were received in re- 
sponse to the notice. The Air Line Pilots 
Association (ALPA) and Air Transport 
Association of America (ATA) inter- 
posed no objections to the proposed 
action. 

The Aircraft Owners and Pilots Asso- 
ciation (AOPA) commented that it is not 
clear how the interests of safety could be 
accomplished by merely advising aircraft 
that a military aircraft will be traversing 
the corridor at supersonic speed. They 
feel it would be more practicable to pro- 
vide airspace in which to operate, and 
recommend that all military test flights 
be excluded from airspace in the corridor 
below 2,000 feet mean sea level. This 
recommendation is not feasible since the 
Air Force occasionally must use 500 feet 
for a crossing altitude. 

The fourth comment, from a pilot, 
interposed no objection to extending the 
communication requirement through the 
hours of darkness, recommending that 
the communication requirement be 
continuous except for daylight hours on 
Sundays and Federal holidays. How- 
ever, the USAF has shown a requirement 
to cross the corridor on Sundays and 
holidays as well as weekdays; therefore, 
the desirability of providing procedures 
for segregating high speed military air- 
craft and nonparticipating aircraft in 


this area would be no less valid on Sun- 
days or holidays than any other day. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Subpart F—Valparaiso, Fla., Terminal 
Area, of Part 93 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended, effective April 
26, 1968, as follows: 

In § 93.81 “between sunrise and sunset, 
Monday through Saturday,” is deleted. 


(Secs. 307, 313(a), Federal Aviation Act of 
1958; 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
19, 1968. 
WILLIAM F. McKEE, 
Administrator. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3636; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 17-—COMMODITY AND 
SECURITIES EXCHANGES 


Chapter Il—Securities and Exchange 
Commission 


33-4899, 34-8274, 35-16010, 
40-5315, AS-111] 


PART 210—FORM AND CONTENT OF 
FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, SECURI- 
TIES ACT OF 1933, SECURITIES EX- 
CHANGE ACT OF 1934, PUBLIC 
UTILITY HOLDING COMPANY ACT 
OF 1935, AND INVESTMENT COM- 
PANY ACT OF 1940 


Application 


Purpose of amendment. This amend- 
ment to Rule 1-01 of Article 1 (17 CFR 
210.1-01) brings this rule up to date and 
makes unnecessary amendments to this 
rule each time an existing form is re- 
scinded or a new form is added. 

Text of amended rule: 


§ 210.1-01 Application of Regulation 
S—X (17 CFR Part 210). 


(a) This part (together with the 
Accounting Series Releases) (Part 211 of 
this chapter) states the requirements 
applicable to the form and content of 
all financial statements required to be 
filed as a part of— 

(1) Registration statements under the 
Securities Act of 1933 (Part 239 of this 
chapter), except as otherwise specifically 
provided in the forms which are to be 
used for registration under this Act; 

(2) Registration statements under 
section 12 (Subpart C of Part 249 of this 
chapter) and annual or other reports 
under sections 13 and 15(d) (Subparts D 
and E of Part 249 of this chapter) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, except 
as otherwise specifically provided in the 
forms which are to be used for registra- 
tion and reporting under these sections 
of this Act; 

(3) Registration statements and an- 
nual reports filed under the Public Util- 
ity Holding Company Act of 1935 (Part 
259 of this chapter) by public utility 


holding companies registered under such 
Act; and 


[Release Nos. 
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(4) Registration statements and an- 
nual reports under the Investment Com- 
pany Act of 1940 (Part 274 of this 
chapter). 

(b) The term “financial statements” 
as used in this part shall be deemed to 
include all supporting schedules. 


Statutory basis. The foregoing action 
is taken pursuant to the Securities Act 
of 1933, particularly sections 6, 7, 8, 10, 
and 19(a) thereof, the Securities Ex- 
change Act of 1934, particularly sections 
12, 13, 15(d), and 23(a) thereof, the Pub- 
lic Utility Holding Company Act of 1935, 
particularly sections 5(b), and 14, and 
20(a) thereof, and the Investment Com- 
pany Act of 1940, particularly sections 8, 
30, 31(c), and 38(a) thereof. 

Since the foregoing action merely de- 
letes reference to specific forms to which 
Regulation S-X applies, this action re- 
duces the number of or obviates amend- 
ments to this rule when a form is re- 
scinded or a new form is added. For these 
reasons the Commission finds that notice 
and procedure pursuant to the Adminis- 
trative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553) is 
not necessary. For the same reason the 
foregoing action may be made effective 
immediately. Accordingly, such action 
shall become effective upon publication 
March 20, 1968. 

(Sec. 6, 48 Stat. 78, 15 U.S.C. 77f; sec. 7, 48 
Stat. 78, 15 U.S.C. 77g; sec. 8, 48 Stat. 79, 
15 U.S.C. 77h; sec. 10, 48 Stat. 81, sec. 205, 48 
Stat. 906, 15 U.S.C. 77j; sec. 19(a), 48 Stat. 
85, sec. 209, 48 Stat. 908, 15 U.S.C. 77s; sec. 
12, 48 Stat. 892, sec. 1, 49 Stat. 1375, sec. 3, 78 
Stat. 565, 15 U.S.C. 781; sec. 13, 48 Stat. 894, 
sec. 4, 78 Stat. 569, 15 U.S.C. 78m; sec. 15(d), 
48 Stat. 895, sec. 6, 78 Stat. 570, 15 U.S.C. 780; 
sec. 23(a), 48 Stat. 901, sec. 8, 49 Stat. 1379, 
15 U.S.C. 78w; sec. 5(b), 49 Stat. 812, 15 U.S.C. 
79e(b); sec. 14, 49 Stat. 827, 15 U.S.C. 78n; 
sec, 20(a), 49 Stat. 833, 15 U.S.C. 79t; sec. 8, 
54 Stat. 803, 15 U.S.C. 80a-8; sec. 30, 54 Stat. 
836, 15 U.S.C. 80a-29; sec. 31(c), 54 Stat. 838, 
15 U.S.C. 80a-30(c); sec. 38(a), 54 Stat. 841, 
15 U.S.C. 80a-37(a) ) 

By the Commission. 


[SEAL] OrvAL L. DvuBots, 
Secretary. 
MakcH 20, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-3628; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 22—FOREIGN RELATIONS 


Chapter I—Department of State 
SUBCHAPTER C—FEES AND FUNDS 
[Dept. Reg. 108.579] 

PART 22—-FEES AND CHARGES, 
FOREIGN SERVICE 
Tariff of Fees 


Section 22.1 is amended by changing 
Items 75(a) and 75(b) to read as follows: 


§ 22.1 Tariff of fees, Foreign Service of 
the United States of America. 


* * * 7 * 
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CopYING, RECORDING AND PROCTORING 


Item 
No. Fee 
Wun.cccnes Copies made by typewriter 
(letter-size, double- 
spaced page or equiv- 
alent): 
Photostat or otherwise— 
(a) A copy or extract 
thereof, single 
DADE. cncnaseusiana $2. 00 
(b) For each addition- 
al copy of the first 
page for 25 copies 
or less; for each 
copy of the second 
page, for 25 copies 
or less; and for each 
copy of each addi- 
tional page, for 25 
copies or less__---- .60 
+ > * > * 


Effective date. This regulation shall be- 
come effective upon publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


(Secs. 3, 4, 63 Stat. 111, as amended; 22 U.S.C. 
81lla, 2658) 

Dated: March 13, 1968. 

For the Secretary of State. 


JOHN M. STEEVES, 
Acting Deputy Under Secretary 
for Administration. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3630; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





SUBCHAPTER E—VISAS 
[Dept. Reg. 108.581] 


PART 41—VISAS: DOCUMENTATION 
OF NONIMMIGRANTS UNDER THE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY 
ACT, AS AMENDED 


Nonimmigrant Documentary Waivers 


Part 41, Chapter I, Title 22 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations is being amended 
to provide a waiver of the nonimmigrant 
visa requirement under section 212(d) 
(4) (A) of the Immigration and National- 
ity Act in view of HemisFair 1968 in San 
Antonio, Tex., and the Olympic Games 
in Mexico City for certain nonimmi- 
grants who are reentering the United 
States after a brief visit to Mexico. Sec- 
tion 41.6 is amended to revoke paragraph 
(h) and to add a revised paragraph (g) 
to read: 


§ 41.6 Nonimmigrants not required to 
present passports, visas, or border 
crossing identification cards. 


a. . . * > 

(g) Nonimmigrants reentering the 
United States from Mezxico between 
April 1, and November 15, 1968. A visa 
shall not be required of a nonimmigrant 
reentering the United States between 
April 1, and November 15, 1968 after a 
brief visit to Mexico whose visa has ex- 
pired or has been used for the authorized 
number of entries, provided such alien 
had maintained his status while in the 
United States. This waiver does not ap- 
ply to a nonimmigrant whose admission 
had been authorized under section 
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212(d) (3) of the 
Nationality Act. 

(h) [Revoked] 

Effective date. The amendment to the 
regulations contained in this order shall 
become effective upon publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER, and shall expire on 
November 16, 1968. 

The provisions of section 4 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act (80 Stat. 
383; 5 U.S.C. 553) relative to notice of 
proposed rule making are inapplicable to 
this order because the regulations con- 
tained herein involve foreign affairs 
functions of the United States. 


(Sec. 104, 66 Stat. 174; 8 U.S.C. 1104) 


Immigration and 


BARBARA M. WATSON, 
Acting Administrator, Bureau 
of Security and Consular 
Affairs, Department of State. 


Marcu 13, 1968. 


RAYMOND F. FARRELL, 
Commissioner of Immigration 
and Naturalization, Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization Serv- 
ice, Department of Justice. 


MARCH 22, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3655; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title B—ALIENS AND 
NATIONALITY 


Chapter I—Immigration and Naturali- 
zation Service, Department of 
Justice 


PART 212—DOCUMENTARY RE- 
QUIREMENTS: NONIMMIGRANTS; 
WAIVERS; ADMISSION OF CERTAIN 
INADMISSIBLE ALIENS; PAROLE 


Nonimmigrant Documentary Waivers 


The following amendment to Chapter 
I of Title 8 of the Code of Federal Regu- 
lations is hereby prescribed: 

Section 212.1 is amended by adding a 
new paragraph (g) to read as follows: 
§ 212.1 _ Documentary requirements for 

nonimmigrants. 
> 7 . > * 

(g) Nonimmigrants reentering the 
United States from Mezico between April 
1, and November 15, 1968. A visa is not 
required of a nonimmigrant reentering 
the United States between April 1, and 
November 15, 1968, after a brief visit to 
Mexico whose visa has expired or has 
been used for the authorized number 
of entries, provided such alien had main- 
tained his status while in the United 
States. This waiver does not apply to a 
nonimmigrant whose admission had been 
authorized under section 212(d)(3) of 
the Act. 


(Sec. 103, 66 Stat. 173; 8 U.S.C. 1103) 


This order shall become effective upon 
tts publication in the FrepERAL REGISTER 
and will expire om November 16, 1968. 
Compliance with the provisions of sec- 
tion 553 of Title 5 of the United States 
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Code (Public Law 89-554, 80 Stat. 383) 
as to notice of proposed rule making is 
unnecessary in this instance because the 
rule prescribed by the order confers 
benefits upon persons affected thereby. 
Dated: March 22, 1968. 
RAYMOND F. FARRELL, 
Commissioner of 
Immigration and Naturalization. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3654; Filed, Mar. 26; 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Subtitle A—Office of the Secretary 
of Agriculture 
[Amdt. 21] 


PART 5—DETERMINATION OF 
PARITY PRICES 


Castor Beans 


The regulations of the Secretary of 
Agriculture with respect to the deter- 
mination of parity prices (21 F.R. 761, as 
amended; 7 CFR 5.1—5.6) are amended 
as hereinafter specified, effective March 
29, 1968, in order to add castor beans to 
the list of commodities for which parity 
prices shall be calculated and to desig- 
nate castor beans as a commodity for 
which marketing season average prices 
shall be used for the purpose of calculat- 
ing adjusted base prices, since it is not 
practicable to determine the average 
prices received by farmers for this com- 
modity on a calendar year basis. 

1. In §5.2, the paragraph under 
the centerhead “Other Commodities” is 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 5.2 Marketing season average price 
data. 
am = » 2 a 
OTHER COMMODITIES 

Beeswax; broomcorn; castor beans; cotton- 
seed; hops; peas, dry field; peppermint oil; 
popcorn; potatoes; spearmint oil; and to- 
bacco, types 61-62. All other commodities for 
which monthly price data are not available. 


7 * . > ~ 
2. In §5.4, the paragraph under the 
centerhead “Other Commodities” is 


amended to read as follows: 


§ 5.4 Commodities for which parity 
prices shall be calculated. 
= ~ * * = 
OTHER COMMODITIES 


Barley; beans, dry edible; beef catile; 
beeswax; broomcorn; calves; castor beans; 
chickens; cottonseed; eggs; flaxseed; hay, 
all baled; hogs; hops; lambs; oats; peas, dry 
field; peppermint oil; crude pine gum; pop- 
corn; potatoes; rye; sheep sorghum grain; 
soybeans; spearmint oil; sweet potatoes; to- 
bacco, types 61-62; and turkeys. 

(Sec. 301, 52 Stat. 38, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
1301) 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 21st 
day of March 1968. 
ORVILLE L. FREEMAN, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3641; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:46 a.m] 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Chapter Vil—Agricultural Stabiliza- 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart- 
ment of Agriculture 


SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS 
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 


PART 724—BURLEY, FLUE-CURED, 
FIRE-CURED, DARK AIR-CURED, 
VIRGINIA SUN-CURED, CIGAR - 
BINDER (TYPES 51 AND 52), CIGAR- 
FILLER AND BINDER (TYPES 42, 43, 
44, 53, 54, AND 55), AND MARY- 
LAND TOBACCO 


Subpart—Proclamation of the Results 
of Marketing Quota Referenda for 
Burley Tobacco and Virginia Sun- 
Cured Tobacco 


Basis and purpose. Sections 724.10 and 
724.11 are issued pursuant to and in ac- 
cordance with section 312 of the Agri- 
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended, to proclaim the results of the 
burley tobacco and Virginia sun-cured 
tobacco marketing quota referenda for 
the 3 marketing years beginning October 
1, 1968, October 1, 1969, and October 1, 
1970. Under the provisions of the same 
section of the act, the Secretary pro- 
claimed national marketing quotas for 
burley tobacco and Virginia sun-cured 
tobacco for the 1968-69, 1969-70, and 
1970-71 marketing years, and announced 
the amounts of the national marketing 
quotas for such kinds of tobacco for the 
1968-69 marketing year (33 F.R. 2433). 
The Secretary announced (33 F.R. 2455) 
that referenda would be conducted by 
mail ballots during the period February 
26, to March 1, 1968, each inclusive, to 
determine whether burley tobacco and 
Virginia sun-cured tobacco producers 
were in favor of or opposed to marketing 
quotas for the 3 marketing years begin- 
ing October 1, 1968, October 1, 1969, and 
October 1, 1970. Since the only purpose 
of this document is to proclaim the re- 
sults of the referenda, it is hereby found 
and determined that with respect to this 
proclamation, application of the notice 
and procedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553 
is unnecessary. 

Sec. 

724.10 Proclamation of the results of the 
burley .tobacco marketing quota 
referendum for the 3-year period 
beginning October 1, 1968. 

724.11 Proclamation of the results of the 
Virginia sun-cured tobacco mar- 
keting quota referendum for the 
3-year period beginning October 
1, 1968. 

AvutTHorITY: The provisions of this subpart 
issued under secs. 312, 375; 52 Stat. 46, as 
amended, 66, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1312, 1375. 


§ 724.10 Proclamation of the results of 
the burley tobacco marketing quota 
referendum for the three-year period 
beginning October 1, 1968. 


In a referendum of farmers engaged 
in the production of the 1967 crop of 
burley tobacco held during the period 
February 26, to March 1, 1968, each in- 
clusive, 229,696 farmers voted. Of those 
voting, 290,818 or 97 percent, favored 
quotas for a period of 3 years beginning 


October 1, 1968; 8,878 or 3 percent were 
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opposed to quotas. Therefore, the na- 
tional marketing quota of 556.8 million 
pounds for burley tobacco proclaimed 
January 30, 1968 (33 F.R. 2433), for the 
1968-69 marketing year will be in effect 
for such year, and marketing quotas on 
burley tobacco will be in effect for the 
3 marketing years beginning October 1, 
1968, October 1, 1969, and October 1, 
1970. 


§ 724.11 Proclamation of the results of 
the Virginia sun-cured tobacco mar- 
keting quota referendum for the 
three-year period beginning October 
1, 1968. 


In a referendum of farmers engaged in 
the production of the 1967 crop of Vir- 
ginia sun-cured tobacco held during the 
period February 26, to March 1, 1968, 
each inclusive, 786 farmers voted. Of 
those voting, 734 or 93.4 percent, favored 
quotas for a period of 3 years beginning 
October 1, 1968; 52 or 6.6 percent were 
opposed to quotas. Therefore, the na- 
tional marketing quota of 2,702,000 
pounds proclaimed January 30, 1968 (33 
F.R. 2434), for Virginia sun-cured to- 
bacco for the 1968-69 marketing year 
will be in effect for such year, and mar- 
keting quotas on such kind of tobacco 
will be in effect for the 3 marketing years 
beginning October 1, 1968, October 1, 
1969, and October 1, 1970. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on March 
21, 1968. 
H. D. GopFrReEy, 
Administrator, Agricultural Sta- 
bilization, and Conservation 
Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3672; Filed, Mar, 26, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





Chaptex IX—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

[Lime Reg. 23, Amdt. 4] 


PART 911—LIMES GROWN IN 
FLORIDA 


Quality and Size Regulation 


Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market- 
ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 911, as amended (7 CFR Part 911), 
regulating the handling of limes grown 
in Florida, effective under the applicable 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674), and upon the basis of 
the recommendations of the Florida 
Lime Administrative Committee, estab- 
lished under the aforesaid amended 
marketing agreement and order, and 
upon other available information, it is 
hereby found that the limitation of han- 
dling of limes, as hereinafter provided, 
will tend to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con- 
trary to the public interest to give 
preliminary notice, engage in public 
rule-making procedure, and postpone the 
effective date of this amendment until 
30 days after publication thereof in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 553) in that 
the time intervening between the date 


27, 1968 


when information upon which this 
amendment is based became available 
and the time when this amendment must 
become effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is in- 
sufficient; and this amendment relieves 
restrictions, during the period March 26 
through April 21, 1968, on the handling 
of limes grown in Florida. 

Order. The provisions of paragraph 
(a) (1) Gi and (iii) of § 911.325 (Lime 
Regulation 23, 32 F.R. 6606, 8022, 9081, 
9822) are hereby amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 911.325 Lime Regulation 23. 


(a) Order. (1) * * * 

(ii) Any limes of the group known as 
large fruited or Persian limes (including 
Tahiti, Bearss, and similar varieties) 
which do not grade at least U.S. Com- 
bination, Mixed Color, with not less 
than 75 percent, by count, of the limes 
in each container thereof grading at 
least U.S. No. 1, Mixed Color, and the 
remainder thereof grading not less than 
U.S. No. 2, Mixed Color: Provided, That 
during the period March 26 through April 
21, 1968, limes of the group known as 
large fruited or Persian limes (including 
Tahiti, Bearss, and similar varieties) 
may be handled which grade at least 
U.S. No. 2, Turning; or 

(iii) Any limes of the group known as 
large fruited or Persian limes (includ- 
ing Tahiti, Bearss, and similar varieties) 
which are of a size smaller than 1% 
inches in diameter: Provided, That such 
limes which are of a size smaller than 
1% inches but not smaller than 15% 
inches in diameter may be handled if 
such smaller limes have an average juice 
content of at least 50 percent, by volume, 
are in any of the containers specified in 
subdivision (i), (ii), dii), or (iv) of 
paragraph (a)(2) of §911.326 Lime 
Regulation 24 (32 F.R. 7212), and con- 
tain the applicable quantity of limes 
prescribed therein for such containers: 
Provided further, That during the period 
March 26 through April 21, 1968, such 
smaller limes may be handled which have 
an average juice content of at least 45 
percent, by volume, are in any of the con- 
tainers specified in subdivision (i), (ii), 
(iii), or (iv) of paragraph (a)(2) of 
§ 911.326 Lime Regulation 24, and con- 
tain the applicable quantity of limes 
prescribed therein for such containers. 

” * . * * 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated, March 25, 1968, to become effec- 
tive March 26, 1968. 


Pau. A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3747; Filed, Mar. 26, 
11:19 a.m.] 


1968; 


[Lime Reg. 3, Amdt. 5] 
PART 944—FRUIT; IMPORT 
REGULATIONS 
Limes 


Pursuant to the provisions of section 
8e of the Agricultural Marketing Agree- 
ment Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 


No. 60-———2 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


601-674), the provisions of paragraph 
(a) preceding (a)(1) and of subpara- 
graphs (2) and (3) thereof, of § 944.202 
(Lime Regulation 3; 32 F.R. 5731, 8235) 
are hereby amended to read as follows: 


§ 944.202 Lime Regulation 3. 


(a) On and after March 26, 1968, the 
importation into the United States of 
any limes is prohibited unless such limes 
are inspected and meet the following 
requirements: 


* * 7 . * 


(2) Such limes of the group known as 
large fruited or Persian limes (including 
Tahiti, Bearss, and similar varieties) 
which do not grade at least U.S. Com- 
bination, Mixed Color, with not less than 
75 percent, by count, of the limes in each 
container thereof grading at least US. 
No. 1, Mixed Color, and the remainder 
thereof grading not less than US. No. 2, 
Mixed Color: Provided, That during the 
period March 26 through April 21, 1968, 
all imported limes of the group known 
as large fruited or Persian limes (includ- 
ing Tahiti, Bearss, and similar varieties) 
shall grade at least U.S. No. 2, Turning; 
or 

(3) Such limes of the group known as 
large fruited or Persian limes (including 
Tahiti, Bearss, and similar varieties) are 
of a size not smaller than 1% inches in 
diameter: Provided, That such limes 
which are of a size smaller than 1% 
inches but not smaller than 15g inches 
in diameter may be imported if such 
smaller limes have an average juice con- 
tent of at least 50 percent, by volume: 
Provided further, That during the period 
March 26 through April 21, 1968, such 
smaller limes may be imported which 
have an average juice content of 45 per- 
cent, by volume. 


7” * * * * 


It is hereby found that it is impracti- 
cable, unnecessary, and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective time of this 
amendment beyond that hereinafter 
specified (5 U.S.C. 553) in that (a) the 
requirements of this amended import 
regulation are imposed pursuant to sec- 
tion 8e of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674) , which makes such regu- 
lation mandatory; (b) such regulation 
imposes the same restrictions being made 
applicable to domestic shipments of limes 
under Lime Regulation 23 (§ 911.325), 
which becomes effective March 26, 1968; 
(c) compliance with this amended im- 
port regulation will not require any spe- 
cial preparation which cannot be com- 
pleted by the effective time hereof; and 
(d) this regulation relieves restrictions, 
during the period March 26 through 
April 21, 1968, on the importation of 
Persian limes. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: March 25, 1968. 
Paut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3748; Filed, Mar. 26, 
11:19 a.m.] 
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Chapter X—Consumer and Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders; Milk), Department of Agri- 


culture 
[ Milk Order 73] 


PART 1073—MiILK IN WICHITA, 
KANS., MARKETING AREA 
Order Suspending Certain Provisions 
Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and of the order regulating the handling 
of milk in the Wichita, Kans., marketing 
area (7 CFR Part 1073), it is hereby 

found and determined that: 

The following provisions of the order 
no longer tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the Act for the period through 
November 1968: The provisions contained 
in § 1073.71 (g), (h), (i), (j), and (k) 
all relating to the fall incentive payment 
plan of the order. 

Thirty days notice of the effective date 
hereof is impractical, unnecessary, and 
contrary to the public interest in that: 

(1) This suspension order does not re- 
quire of persons affected substantial or 
extensive preparation prior to the effec- 
tive date. 

(2) This suspension order is necessary 
to reflect current marketing conditions 
and to maintain orderly marketing con- 
ditions in the marketing area. 

(3) This suspension is necessary to 
prevent a 20-cent reduction in the uni- 
form price to producers for milk de- 
livered in each month of April, May, and 
June 1968. This is at a time when reduced 
returns to dairy farmers in relation to 
increased production costs may jeopard- 
ize the maintenance of an adequate sup- 
ply of milk for the market. 

(4) Interested parties were afforded 
opportunity to file written data, views, or 
arguments concerning this suspension 
(33 F.R. 4474) . None were filed in opposi- 
tion to the proposed suspension. 

(5) This suspension action was re- 
quested by a cooperative association of 
producers representing about 95 percent 
of the producer milk on the market. It 
resubmitted views in support of the 
suspension. 

Therefore, good cause exists for mak- 
ing this order effective April 1, 1968. 

It is therefore ordered, That the afore- 
said provisions of the order are hereby 
suspended for the period April 1, 1968, 
through November 1968. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Effective date: April 1, 1968. 
Signed at Washington, D.C., on March 
22, 1968. 


GeEorGE L. MEHREN, 
Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3638; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Consumer and Marketing Service 


[ 7 CFR Parts 1005, 1033, 1034, 1035, 
1046, 1049 ] 


[Docket No. AO-177-A31, etc.] 


MILK IN TRI-STATE AND CERTAIN 
OTHER MARKETING AREAS 


Decision on Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreements 
and to Orders 


Docket No. 


7CFR| Marketing area 
Part | | 





| AO 177-A31. 
AO 166-A36. 


Tri-State __- 

Greater Cincinnati_..-...-..-- 

Miami Valley, Ohio__.........| AO 175-A26. 

Columbus, Ohio ............} AO 176-A23. 

Louisville-Lexington-Evans- | AO 123-A33. 
ville. 

Indianapolis, Ind AO 319-All. 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et 
seq.), and the applicable rules of prac- 
tice and procedure governing the formu- 
lation of marketing agreements and 
marketing orders (7 CFR Part 900), a 
public hearing was held at Cincinnati, 
Ohio, on February 14, 1968, pursuant to 
notice thereof issued on February 6, 
1968 (33 F.R. 2786). 

Upon the basis of the evidence intro- 
duced at the hearing and the record 
thereof, the Deputy Administrator, Reg- 
ulatory Programs, on March 12, 1968 
(33 F.R. 4581; F.R. Doc. 68-3205) filed 
with the Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, his recommended deci- 
sion containing notice of the opportunity 
to file written exceptions thereto. 

The material issues, findings and con- 
clusions, rulings, and general findings of 
the recommended decision (33 F.R. 4581; 
F.R. Doc. 68-3205) are hereby approved 
and adopted and set forth in full herein 
subject to the following modification: 

Under issue (1), four new paragraphs 
are added after the 22d paragraph. 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing were: 

1. Revision of the fall production in- 
centive (“Louisville”) plans in the six 
orders; 

2. Reduction of Class I butterfat dif- 
ferentials under the Columbus, Greater 
Cincinnati, and Louisville-Lexington- 
Evansville (hereinafter referred to as 
Louisville) orders. 

Findings and conclusions. The follow- 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma- 
terial issues are based on evidence pre- 


sented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 


(1) The “Louisville” plan for adjust- 
ing uniform prices seasonally should be 
revised for each of the six markets. 

Major producer associations in the six 
markets proposed a coordinated basis for 
determining the spring “take-out” and 
fall “pay-back” amounts under the 
individual market “Louisville” price- 
adjustment plans. 

At present identical plans prevail in 
the Cincinnati, Miami Valley, Tri-State, 
and Columbus markets. Under such plans 
20 cents per hundredweight is withheld 
from the uniform price in April and July 
and 25 cents per hundredweight is so 
withheld in May and June. Such funds 
are returned to producers at the rate of 
20 percent each month of September and 
December and at a 30 percent rate in 
October and November. 

The Louisville and Indianapolis mar- 
kets have different plans. In Louisville 
an amount equal to 12 percent of the 
previous year’s average basic formula 
price is withheld in each month of April 
through July. Pay-back of the aggregate 
monies accumulated is made at the rate 
of 25 percent each month in September, 
October, November, and December. 

The Indianapolis plan provides for 
withholding eight percent of the Class I 
price effective for each month of April 
through July, and pay-back of the ac- 
cumulated funds at the monthly rate 
of 25 percent in each month of Septem- 
ber through December. 

The major producer associations in the 
six markets joined in proposing revisions 
of these individual market plans so as to 
achieve a reduced spread in the amounts 
deducted, and a fairly constant relation- 
ship in such amounts and in the rates of 
pay-back. 

In all markets the pay-back would be 
made uniformly both as to months and 
monthly rate (25 percent in each of the 
sa months of September through Decem- 

Tr). 

Specifically, the producers’ proposals 
called for subtracting, in each market 
separately, a percentage of the average 
monthly basic formula price for the 
preceding calendar year with respect to 
each hundredweight of producer milk 
delivered to the market during April, 
May, June, and July. The applicable 
percentage in each market would be as 
follows: Cincinnati, Miami Valley, Tri- 
State and Columbus, six; Indianapolis, 
eight; and Louisville, 10. The maximum 
amount per hundredweight which would 
be deducted in any month would be: 
For Cincinnati, Miami Valley, Tri-State, 
and Columbus, 25 cents; for Indianapolis, 
30 cents; and for Louisville, 40 cents. 

By this means, producers propose to 
eliminate significant fluctuations in 
differences among uniform prices in 
these markets, which compete for 
supplies, that are not caused by changing 
patterns in their respective supply-de- 


mand relationships. At the same time, 
however, the incentive to improve de- 
liveries seasonally would be preserved. 

At the hearing a handler, while sup- 
porting continuance of Louisville plans 
in these orders, suggested that for the 
Cincinnati, Miami Valley, Tri-State, and 
Columbus orders the monthly rate of 
spring take-out not exceed 15 cents per 
hundredweight. He suggested also reduc- 
tions greater than proposed by producers 
for the other two orders, but did not 
propose specific amounts for such orders. 
He was concerned mainly with maintain- 
ing close blend price alignments between 
the subject markets and other markets 
in proximity to them, particularly the 
producer blend price relationship be- 
tween the Columbus market and the 
Northeastern Ohio and Northwestern 
Ohio markets, which do not have Louis- 
ville plans. 

The primary purpose of the seasonal 
production incentive plan for each of the 
markets, is to induce dairy farmers to 
increase fall production in relation to 
spring production, thus to encourage a 
more even pattern of milk deliveries 
throughout the year. It provides a con- 
tinuing inducement to dairy farmers to 
increase production during the period of 
greatest Class I demand relative to sup- 
plies and at the time of the year when 
production costs tend to be highest. The 
Louisville plan is the incentive provided 
in each of the six orders for maintaining 
seasonal production in line with Class I 
sales and thus reducing the burden of 
handling seasonal surplus to the benefit 
of all producers. 

Since April 1, 1964, the seasonal pro- 
duction incentive plans in the Columbus, 
Cincinnati, and Miami Valley orders 
have been identical as to both rates of 
withholding in the spring months and 
percentages of “pay-out” to be added to 
the uniform price in the fall months. 
Identical plans were adopted to remove 
producer aggravation and disruption of 
supplies which had developed because of 
differences in the plans. Om May 1, 1965, 
an identical plan was adopted in the Tri- 
State order. Official notice is taken of the 
March 20, 1964, decision (29 F.R. 3668) 
which adopted the revised and identical 
Louisville plans for the three orders and 
the April 23, 1965, decision (30 F.R. 5904) 
with respect to the Tri-State order. 

The close marketing relationships 
among the three markets, as pointed out 
in the March 20, 1964, decision, have 
further developed to involve the Indi- 
anapolis, Louisville, and Tri-State 
markets. There is considerable overlap- 
ping of milk production areas of the six 
markets. The Ohio counties of Clinton, 
Fayette, Highland, Madison, and Ross, 
for example, are a common production 
area for the Cincinnati, Miami Valley, 
Tri-State, and Columbus markets. 
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Further, the Ohio counties of Darke, 
Mercer, Miami, and Shelby are a com- 
mon production area for the Cincin- 
nati, Miami Valley, and Indianapolis 
markets. Likewise, the Indiana counties 
of Adams, Fayette, Jay, Randolph, 
Union, and Wayne are a supply area for 
such three markets. 

Producers in the Indiana counties of 
Jefferson, Miami, and Scott deliver to 
regulated plants under the Cincinnati, 
Louisville, and Indianapolis orders. In 
the overlapping production areas serv- 
ing these markets, there are 43 counties 
in Ohio, 36 counties in Indiana, and 13 
counties in Kentucky where milk from 
farms located in each county is deliv- 
ered to at least two of the six markets. 

The similarity in health requirements 
among these markets, together with im- 
proved roads and transportation facilities 
for moving milk over greater distances, 
have contributed to the ease with which 
dairy farmers can shift from one market 
to another in seeking the most profitable 
outlet. 

The present rates as they affect blend 
prices in the respective markets have 
caused a growing unrest among produc- 
ers and provided an incentive for oppor- 
tunistic movements of milk by individual 
producers -from market to market. A 
switching of markets by individual pro- 
ducers without regard to the Class I re- 
quirements of the markets is causing 
interferences with economic movements 
of milk by the cooperatives to meet 
changing Class I requirements of han- 
dlers in these markets. 

Having similar provisions in these vari- 
ous markets will provide an opportunity 
for better understanding among pro- 
ducers as to the requirements for milk 
supplies for the markets and diminish 
such movements of producers, thus con- 
tributing to more orderly marketing of 
milk by cooperative associations. Thus 
competition for available milk supplies 
will be based on the respective Class I 
prices and utilizations of the several 
markets. 

To correct these problems, proponents 
proposed that the rate of “take-out” in 
each of the six markets be based on a 
percentage of the basic formula price so 
as to provide an identical “base” for com- 
puting the rates of “take-out”. The dif- 
ferent bases currently used to determine 
the rates of “take-out” have caused un- 
due variations in the markets’ blend 
prices which have tended to cause tem- 
porary disruptions in supply patterns. 
For example, increases in Class I prices 
that have occurred during recent years 
have resulted in increasing the rate of 
“take-out” for the market (Indianapolis) 
using such price as a base for computing 
such rate, whereas the three markets of 
Cincinnati, Miami Valley, and Columbus 
have had no change in rate of “take-out”. 

The average of the basic formula 
prices of the preceding calendar year. as 
proposed, will provide an appropriate 
base amount for determining take-out 
rates for all the markets. It is identical 
for all the markets. It will permit ad- 
vance announcement of the amounts per 
hundredweight to be deducted in April, 
May, June, and July. The producers will 
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be better informed concerning these 
deductions. The several plans will be 
coordinated. 

The following table below sets forth the 
“take-out” rates, as proposed by pro- 
ducers and adopted herein, as applied to 
1967 and 1968, along with the average 
of the actual rates for 1967: 

RATEs OF TAKE-OUT—APRIL, MAY, JUNE, JULY 1967-1968 
| Actual | 


Adopted 


cents cents 

24 | 24 
30 | 30 
- 39 | 40 


Four markets !_____.- 
Indianapolis--_- oda 
Louisville - - : —e SS 


99 & 
22. 5 


! Tri-State, Columbus, Cincinnati, Miami Valley. 

The revised rates of “take-out” will 
reduce somewhat the differences in the 
spring-fall blend price relationship in 
each of the markets of Indianapolis and 
Louisville. The consistent high percent- 
age of fall to spring production which 
exists in these markets is the principal 
reason why producers now find some 
reduction in take-out feasible as part 
of a coordinated plan. The percentage of 
recent fall to spring production to past 
periods in the remaining four markets 
does not support a reduction at this time 
in the present rates of “take-out”. On 
the other hand, producers stress that 
over time they expect less withholding 
to be necessary to accomplish the pur- 
poses of the plan. For this reason, they 
suggested maximum limits on _ the 
amount withheld in the various markets. 
The maximum limits for the rate of 
take-out (Louisville—40 cents, Indian- 
apolis—30 cents, other four markets— 
25 cents) proposed by producers should 
be adopted. 

Exception was taken to the failure to 
include, for the purpose of the Louis- 
ville plans, the “floor” prices of the past 
several months in computing the aver- 
age basic formula price. 

The basic formula price may be used 
for different purposes under different 
Federal orders. For this reason, an earlier 
decisibn made clear that the “floor” 
under the basic formula price established 
for those Federal orders using basic for- 
mula prices would apply for the single 
purpose of computing the Class I prices. 

Use of the computed average basic for- 
mula price (Minnesota-Wisconsin price) 
as a basis for Louisville plan deductions, 
as reflected in the recommended decision, 
recognizes this single purpose of the floor 
prices. It also provides a simple and clear 
basis for computing the rate of ‘“take- 
out”. Moreover, use of the computed price 
results in only minute differences in the 
monies withheld in the respective mar- 
kets, since the resulting rates of with- 
holding are virtually at the maximums 
proposed by proponent producers. 

As long as the Minnesota-Wisconsin 
prices continue at present or higher 
levels, there will be no significant differ- 
ence in withholding under the two meth- 
ods. In the event of lower basic formula 
prices at some future time, the difference 
caused by the divergence of any prevail- 
ing floor price from the average Minne- 
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sota-Wisconsin price could be reap- 
praised in another hearing. Conse- 
quently, the computed average basic for- 
mula price should be used in connection 
with the Louisville plans. 

Since the adopted rates of “take-out” 
for the Indianapolis and Louisville orders 
will result in a smaller accumulation of 
funds during the spring “take-out” 
period, they likewise will result in lesser 
amounts of “pay-back” during the fall 
months. If the proposed amendment had 
been effective in Indianapolis and Louis- 
ville during 1967, the rate of “pay-back” 
per hundredweight of producer milk for 
the months of September, October, No- 
vember, and December would have been 
lower than the actual rates by the fol- 
lowing amounts: Indianapolis 17, 15, 16, 
and 15 cents, respectively, and for Louis- 
ville 8, 8, 9, and 9 cents, respectively. 

The adopted rates of “take-out” for 
the Columbus, Miami Valley, Cincinnati 
and Tri-State markets would have had 
very minor effect on the total monies 
included in the “pay-back” to producers 
during the months of September 
through December 1967. On the other 
hand, the new rate of “pay-back” de- 
termined as one-fourth of the total 
“take-out” would alter the fall pattern 
of “pay-back” slightly. This would oc- 
cur because the current rate of “pay- 
back” now is 20 percent in September 
and December and 30 percent in Oc- 
tober and November, as compared to the 
25 percent each fall month herein 
adopted. If this amendment had been 
effective in September and December 
1967, the rate of pay-back would have 
been six cents more than the actual rate 
each month. Conversely, in these mar- 
kets for October and November the rate 
of “pay-back” would have been less than 
the actual amount: For Columbus, by 
4 cents each month; Miami Valley, by 
4 cents each month; Tri-State, by 4 
cents in October and 5 cents in Novem- 
ber; and Cincinnati, by 5 cents in each 
month. 

A handler with plants regulated under 
the Miami Valley, Columbus, Indian- 
apolis, and Louisville orders complained 
that any increase in the rates of take-out 
and pay-back under the Columbus, Tri- 
State, Miami Valley, and Cincinnati 
orders might result in an unsatisfactory 
price relationship with blend prices for 
the Northwestern Ohio and Northeastern 
Ohio markets. He suggested a take-out 
rate not to exceed 15 cents per hundred- 
weight for the four markets. 

The handler testified that producers 
delivering high butterfat test milk to the 
Columbus market would shift to the 
Northeastern Ohio market if the pro- 
ducers’ proposed rate of “take-out” and 
proposed Class I butterfat differentials 
were adopted. However, the handler of- 
fered no substantive support for reduc- 
ing the rate of “take-out” which also 
would reduce the rate of “pay-back” in 
the fall months in these markets. This 
reduction in rate of “pay-back” would 
not be waranted in view of producers’ 
support for continuation of the present 
average rate of “pay-back” as the incen- 
tive required for fall deliveries to meet 
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fluid milk needs of the markets. The ap- 
propriate Class I butterfat differential 
for the Columbus market is discussed in 
a later section. The proposed reduction 
of the “take-out” rate in the four markets 
therefore is denied. 

(2) Butterfat differentials for adjust- 
ing Class I prices in the Cincinnati, 
Columbus, and Louisville markets should 
be modified. 

Major producer associations in the 
three markets proposed reductions in the 
Class I butterfat differentials effective 
in such markets. Butterfat differentials 
are used to adjust Class I prices for point 
variations (per one-tenth of 1 percent) 
in the butterfat content of Class I milk 
from 3.5 percent. 

The present Class I butterfat differen- 
tials for the Cincinnati and Louisville 
markets are computed by multiplying the 
Chicago butter price by 12.7 percent and 
12.5 percent, respectively. For the Colum- 
bus market, the Class I butterfat differ- 
ential is computed by multiplying the 
Class I price by 0.0172. 

In support of their proposals, propo- 
nents pointed out the need for a common 
basis of adjusting Class I milk pyices in 
view of the widely varying butterfat con- 
tent of the several product items, such 
as milk, skim milk, flavored milk drinks, 
low-fat milk, and cream products, within 
the class. Their proposal was to compute 
the butterfat differential per point of 
butterfat as 12 percent of the Chicago 
92-score butter price. Adoption of the 
proposal in the three markets would re- 
sult in identical Class I butterfat dif- 
ferentials in all six markets involved in 
this hearing. 

Two handlers, under the Cincinnati 
order, opposed the proposed change in- 
sofar as that order is concerned. Their 
opposition was based on the fact that the 
minimum price of the skim milk com- 
ponent of Class I milk would be in- 
creased. They also indicated a belief that 
competition with lower-priced milk from 
other markets would be aggravated. One 
of these handlers made a similar objec- 
tion to the change as proposed for the 
Louisville market. 

Another handler opposed the butter- 
fat differential proposal as it would ap- 
ply to the Columbus market. Such han- 
dler similarly argued that it would have 
a price-increasing effect on the skim milk 
component of Class I milk in that mar- 
ket. He recommended a more gradual 
reduction in the butterfat differential to 
13 percent of the Chicago 92-score butter 
price at this time. The present differen- 
tial in this market ranges from 14-15 
percent of the butter price. 

The trend in the average butterfat test 
of Class I milk in each of the three mar- 
kets indicates a diminishing need for 
butterfat for fluid milk products. Sales 
of fluid skim milk and “low-fat” (2 per- 
cent) milk in each of these markets have 
increased as a proportion of the total 
market over the past 5 years. 

For example, in Louisville sales of 2 
percent milk increased from 5.1 percent 
of fluid market sales in July 1962 to 9.6 
percent in July 1967. During the same 
period skim milk items increased from 
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11.9 to 16.5 percent of the total market. 
In Columbus, 2 percent milk increased 
over the same period from 1.3 to 5.2 per- 
cent of the market while skim milk items 
advanced from 8.2 to 11.1 percent of 
total sales. In Cincinnati, there were no 
sales of 2 percent milk in July 1962 but 
by July 1967 they constituted 13.7 per- 
cent of the market. Skim milk items in 
the latter market in July 1967 were 20.4 
percent of the market as compared to 
11 percent in July 1962. In each of the 
three markets, sales of bottled whole 
milk are a lesser share of the market 
than 5 years ago. Decreases have ranged 
from 2.4 percent of the market in Louis- 
ville to a decrease of 8.9 percent in Cin- 
cinnati. 

The butterfat content of producers’ 
milk, as reflected in published statistical 
releases of the respective market admin- 
istrators of the three markets over the 
past 3 years, official notice of which is 
taken, has not followed the decline in 
the need for butterfat for Class I uses. 
In the Cincinnati and Louisville markets 
there has been no significant change in 
average butterfat test of producer milk. 
In Columbus there has been a small in- 
crease in average butterfat test. In 1965 
the annual average butterfat tests of 
producer milk for Cincinnati and Louis- 
ville were 3.69 and 3.73 percent, respec- 
tively. For 1967 such tests were 3.70 and 
3.71 percent. In Columbus the 1967 an- 
nual average test was 3.75 percent com- 
pared to 3.71 percent in 1965. 

On the other hand, in each of the three 
markets butterfat differentials on the 
blend price, as well as on Class I milk, 
have increased over the past 3 years. Be- 
tween 1965 and 1967 the annual average 
differential per point of butterfat on the 
producers’ uniform prices increased from 
7.8 to 9.2 cents in Columbus; from 7.4 
to 8.1 cents in Cincinnati; and from 7.4 
to 8.2 cents in Louisville. 

The disparate trends in butterfat test 
of producer milk deliveries and of Class 
I milk in each of the three markets’ sug- 
gests a reduction in Class I butterfat 
differentials in order to adapt the pric- 
ing technique to current marketing 
conditions and to provide an improved 
climate for competition in procurement 
and fluid sales for these and the other 
three markets involved in this hearing. 
The overlapping of milksheds and ex- 
pansion of route distribution from some 
of these markets into others make close 
price alignments appropriate. Adoption 
of the butterfat differential proposals 
for the three markets will aid this ob- 
jective since all six markets then will 
have identical differentials. The respec- 
tive proposals to employ a Class I but- 
terfat differential computed as 12 per- 
cent of the Chicago butter price should 
be adopted. 

Handlers who objected to a reduction 
in butterfat differentials pointed out the 
price-increasing effect of such action on 
the skim milk component of Class I milk. 
This will occur for skim milk when the 
Class I price per hundredweight of 3.5 
percent milk remains unchanged. 

The market requirements for skim 
milk are not diminishing in these mar- 


kets as is the demand for butterfat. On 
the contrary, such requirements are 
increasing. This situation and the fact 
that handlers in each of the markets 
concerned are paying substantial mar- 
ketwide premium (over-order) prices for 
milk purchased from producers makes 
obvious that the skim milk is worth, in 
each such market, at least as much as 
the price it will carry under the proposed 
revision of butterfat differentials. The 
record does not support a reduction in 
the skim milk values. 

Counsel for a handler pointed out that 
review of Class I butterfat differentials 
under all orders would be under consid- 
eration in connection with a national 
hearing on filled milk and certain other 
fluid milk products convened at Memphis 
on February 19, 1968, official notice of 
which is taken. For this reason he sug- 
gested delaying a decision on the butter- 
fat differential proposals under review 
here. 

Official notice is taken also of the con- 
tinuance of the Memphis hearing to 
April 23. It is not known, of course, when 
such hearing may be concluded or what 
its result may be. It is concluded that the 
changes in butterfat differentials made 
in this decision are appropriate at this 
time for the reasons cited. Such changes 
do not preclude, however, further adjust- 
ments of Class I butterfat differentials 
in the three markets concerned if this 
should be warranted as a result of the 
Memphis hearing. 

As previously indicated, a Columbus 
handler objected to the proposed reduc- 
tion in the Class I butterfat differential 
for the Columbus market and recom- 
mended that a differential of 13 percent 
times the Chicago butter price be 
adopted. This handler opposed the re- 
duction of the Columbus Class I butter- 
fat differential from a 1967 monthly 
average of about 14.7 percent, to 12 per- 
cent, of the Chicago butter price because 
this change in differential would exceed 
that adopted for the Eastern Ohio- 
Western Pennsylvania order (formerly 
Northeastern Ohio) in the final decision 
of February 21, 1968 (33 F.R. 3466). 

The Class I butterfat differential for 
the latter market was reduced from 13 
percent to 12 percent of the Chicago but- 
ter price. It was the handler’s position 
that there would be an incentive for 
producers delivering high butterfat test 
milk to the Columbus market to shift 
to the Northeastern Ohio market because 
of the effect the substantial reduction in 
the Columbus Class I butterfat differen- 
tial would have on the producer butter- 
fat differential used to adjust the blend 
price. 

Although the Columbus Class I butter- 
fat differential would be reduced a 
greater amount than in the Eastern 
Ohio-Western Pennsylvania order, the 
resulting Class I butterfat differentials 
for the two markets (12 percent of the 
Chicago butter price) would be the same. 
Moreover, the percent of butterfat 
utilized in Class I milk in the Columbus 
market exceeds that for the Northeastern 
Ohio market. For example, in 1967 in the 
Columbus market the butterfat utilized 
in Class I averaged 72 percent of the total 
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butterfat in producer milk, as compared 
to about 62 percent for the northeastern 
Ohio market.’ With this relationship and 
identical class butterfat differentials in 
the two markets, the Columbus producer 
butterfat differential should exceed the 
comparable differential for the latter 
market. In this circumstance, it cannot 
be concluded that producers would have 
undue incentive to shift from the Colum- 
bus market simply because of the Class I 
differential herein adopted. The handler’s 
proposed Class I butterfat differential of 
13 percent of the Chicago butter price 
therefore is denied. 

A proposal to reduce the butterfat dif- 
ferential for Class II milk under the 
Louisville order was abandoned by pro- 
ponents. A handler, in his brief, indicated 
support for reducing the Class II butter- 
fat differential. Further, he opposed any 
change in the Class I butterfat differen- 
tial in this market until both the Class I 
and Class II butterfat differentials could 
be considered at another hearing called 
for such purpose. However, no supporting 
evidence for reducing the Class II differ- 
ential was introduced by the handler, or 
by any other person at the hearing. Con- 
sequently, no further action on such pro- 
posal will be taken on the basis of this 
record. As previously indicated, the re- 
vision in the Class I butterfat differential 
for the Louisville market, as well as for 
the other two markets, should be made 
without delay for the reasons previously 
cited. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con- 
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were con- 
sidered in making the findings and con- 
clusions set forth above. To the extent 
that the suggested findings and conclu- 
sions filed by interested parties are 
inconsistent with the findings and con- 
clusions set forth herein, the requests to 
make such findings or reach such conclu- 
sions are denied for the reasons pre- 
viously stated in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance of 
the aforesaid orders and of the pre- 
viously issued amendments thereto; and 
all of said previous findings and de- 
terminations are hereby ratified and 
affirmed, except insofar as such findings 
and determinations may be in conflict 
with the findings and determinations 
set forth herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree- 
ments and the orders, as hereby pro- 
posed to be amended, and all of the 
terms and conditions thereof, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as deter- 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the Act 


1 Official notice is taken of the 1967 monthly 
Statistical announcements of the market 
administrator. 
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are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the respective marketing areas, and the 
minimum prices specified in the proposed 
marketing agreements and the orders, 
as hereby proposed to be amended, are 
such prices as will reflect the aforesaid 
factors, insure a sufficient quantity of 
pure and wholesome milk, and be in the 
public interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree- 
ments and the orders, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the han- 
dling of milk in the same manner as, 
and will be applicabie only to persons 
in the respective classes of industrial 
and commercial activity specified in, 
marketing agreements upon which a 
hearing has been held. 

Rulings on exceptions. In arriving at 
the findings and conclusions, and the reg- 
ulatory provisions of this decision, each 
of the exceptions received was carefully 
and fully considered in conjunction with 
the record evidence pertaining thereto. 
To the extent that the findings and con- 
clusions, and the regulatory provisions of 
this decision are at variance with any of 
the exceptions, such exceptions are here- 
by overruled for the reasons previously 
stated in this decision. 

Marketing agreement and order. An- 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof are 
two documents entitled respectively, 
“Marketing agreement regulating the 
handling of milk in certain specified 
marketing areas”, and “order amending 
the orders regulating the handling of 
milk in certain specified marketing 
areas”, which have been decided upon as 
the detailed and appropriate means of 
effectuating the foregoing conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered, That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the FrpEera. 
REGISTER. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreements are identical 
with those contained in the orders as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 

Determination of representative pe- 
riod. The month of January 1968 is here- 
by determined to be the representative 
period for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the issuance of the attached 
order, as amended and as hereby pro- 
posed to be amended, regulating the 
handling of milk in certain specified mar- 
keting areas, is approved or favored by 
producers, as defined under the terms of 
each of the orders, as amended and as 
hereby proposed to be amended, and 
who, during such representative period, 
were engaged in the production of milk 
for sale within each of the aforesaid 
marketing areas. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on March 
22, 1968. 


GEorRGE L. MEHREN, 
Assistant Secretary. 
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Order* Amending the Orders Regulating 
the Handling of Milk in Certain 
Specified Marketing Areas 


7 CFR Part Marketing Area 
--. Greater Cincinnati. 
Miami Valley, Ohio. 
Columbus, Ohio. 
Louisville-Lexington- 
Evansville. 
Indianapolis, Ind. 


0 Findings and determinations. 


The findings and determinations here- 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter- 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of each of the afore- 
said orders and of the previously issued 
amendments thereto; and all of said 
previous findings and determinations are 
hereby ratified and affirmed, except in- 
sofar as such findings and determina- 
tions may be in conflict with the findings 
and determinations set forth herein. The 
following findings are hereby made with 
respect to each of the aforesaid orders. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi- 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern- 
ing the formulation of marketing agree- 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR 
Part 900), a public hearing was held 
upon certain proposed amendments to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order regulating the handling of 
milk in the above-designated marketing 
areas. Upon the basis of the evidence in- 
troduced at such hearing and the record 
thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as _ hereby 
amended, and all of the terms and con- 
ditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de- 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af- 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the said marketing area, and the mini- 
mum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and wholesome 
milk, and be in the public interest; and 

(3) The said order as _ hereby 
amended, regulates the handling of milk 
in the same manner as, and is applicable 
only to persons in the respective classes 
of industrial or commercial activity 
specified in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

Order relative to handling. It is 
therefore ordered, that on and after the 


effective date hereof, the handling of 


1 This order shall not become effective un- 
less and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov- 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 
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milk in the respective hereinafter des- 
ignated marketing areas shall be in con- 
formity to and in compliance with the 
terms and conditions of the aforesaid 
orders, as amended and as hereby fur- 
ther amended, as follows: 

The provisions of the proposed 
marketing agreement and order amend- 
ing the order contained in the recom- 
mended decision issued by the Deputy 
Administrator, Regulatory Programs, on 
March 12, 1968, and published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER on March 15, 1968 (33 
F.R. 4581; F.R. Doc. 68-3205), shall be 
and are the terms and provisions of this 
order and are set forth in full herein: 


PART 1005—MILK IN TRI-STATE 
MARKETING AREA 


In § 1005.61, paragraphs (h) and (i) 
are revised to read as follows: 


§ 1005.61 Computation of the uniform 
price. 

(h) Subtract for each month of April 
through July the amount obtained by 
multiplying the hundredweight of 
producer milk included in these com- 
putations by a rate that is equal to six 
percent of the average basic formula 
price (computed to the nearest cent) for 
the preceding calendar year but that is 
not more than 25 cents; 

(i) Add for each month of September 
through December, one-fourth of the 
total amount subtracted pursuant to 
paragraph (h) of this section for the 
preceding months of April through July; 


* * * * * 


PART 1033—MILK IN GREATER 
CINCINNATI MARKETING AREA 


1. In §1033.52, paragraph (a) is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 1033.52 Butterfat differentials to han- 


lers. 


* * * = * 


(a) Class I price. Multiply the Chicago 
butter price for the preceding month by 
0.120. 


* a * * * 


2. In § 1033.63, paragraphs (h) and (i) 
are revised to read as follows: 


§ 1033.63 Computation of uniform 
prices. 


* + * o 7 


(h) Subtract for each month of April 
through July the amount obtained by 
multiplying the hundredweight of pro- 
ducer milk included in these computa- 
tions by a rate that is equal to 6 percent 
of the average basic formula price (com- 
puted to the nearest cent) for the pre- 
ceding calendar year but that is not more 
than 25 cents; 

(i) Add for each month of September 
through December, one-fourth of the 
total amount subtracted pursuant to 
paragraph (h) of this section for the 
preceding months of April through July; 


- 7 o * * 
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PART 1034—MiILK IN MIAMI VALLEY, 
OHIO, MARKETING AREA 
In § 1034.71, paragraphs (h) and (i) 
are revised to read as follows: 
§ 1034.71 


price. 


Computation of uniform 


* » * * + 


(h) Subtract for each month of April 
through July the amount obtained by 
multiplying the hundredweight of pro- 
ducer milk included in these computa- 
tions by a rate that is equal to 6 percent 
of the average basic formula price (com- 
puted to the nearest cent) for the pre- 
ceding calendar year but that is not more 
than 25 cents; 

(i) Add for each month of September 
through December, one-fourth of the 
total amount subtracted pursuant to 
paragraph (th) of this section for the 
preceding months of April through July. 


* ~ ~ + * 


PART 1035—MILK IN COLUMBUS, 
OHIO MARKETING AREA 


1. In § 1035.52, paragraph (a) is re- 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 1035.52 Butterfat differentials to han- 
dlers. 
* * = * . 

(a) Class I milk. Multiply the Chicago 
butter price for the preceding month by 
0.120 and round to the nearest one-tenth 
cent. 

= * 7 = . 

2. In § 1035.61, paragraphs (h) and (i) 
are revised to read as follows: 

§ 1035.61 Computation of uniform 
prices. 
* - 7 a 7 

(h) Subtract for each month of April 
through July the amount obtained by 
multiplying the hundredweight of pro- 
ducer milk included in these computa- 
tions by a rate that is equal to 6 percent 
of the average basic formula price (com- 
puted to the nearest cent) for.the pre- 
ceding calendar year but that is not more 
than 25 cents; , 

(i) Add for each month of September 
through December, one-fourth of the 
total amount subtracted pursuant to 
paragraph (h) of this section for the 
preceding months of April through July; 


* * * + * 


PART 1046—MiILK IN LOUISVILLE- 
LEXINGTON-EVANSVILLE MARKET- 
ING AREA 


1. In § 1046.52, paragraph (a) is re- 
vised to read as follows: 


§ 1046.52 Butterfat differentials to han- 
dlers. 


* : * ° * 


(a) Class I milk. Multiply the Chicago 
butter price for the preceding month by 
0.120. 


* 7 * * + 


2. In § 1046.71. paragraph (h) is re- 
vised to read as follows: 
§ 1046.71 Computation of weighted 
average and uniform prices. 


* + * a * 


(h) Subtract for each month of April 
through July the amount obtained by 
multiplying the hundredweight of pro- 
ducer milk included in these computa- 
tions by a rate that is equal to 10 percent 
of the average basic formula price (com- 
puted to the nearest cent) for the pre- 
ceding calendar year but that is not more 
than 40 cents; 

* * 


PART 1049—MILK IN INDIANAPOLIS; 
IND., MARKETING AREA 


In § 1049.71, paragraph (h) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 1049.71 


prices. 


Computation of uniform 


* * + * * 


(h) Subtract for each month of April 
through July the amount obtained by 
multiplying the hundredweight of pro- 
ducer milk included in these computa- 
tions by a rate that is equal to 8 percent 
of the average basic formula price (com- 
puted to the nearest cent) for the pre- 
ceding calendar year but that is not more 
than 30 cents; 

* a os 7 * 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3639; Filed, Mar. 26, 
8:46 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


[14 CFR Part 288 ] 
[Docket No. 19741; EDR-134] 
EXEMPTION OF AIR CARRIERS FOR 


MILITARY CHARTERS AND SUBSTI- 
TUTE SERVICE 


1968; 


Logair and Quicktrans Minimum 
Rates 


MARCH 21, 1968. 

Notice is hereby given that the Civil 
Aeronautics Board proposes to amend 
Part 288 of the economic regulations 
to set new minimum rates for Logair 
and Quicktrans domestic cargo charters. 
The principal features of the proposed 
amendment are explained in the explan- 
atory statement below, and the text of 
the proposed amendment is also set forth 
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below. The amendment is proposed un- 
der authority of sections 204, 403, and 
416 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
as amended (72 Stat. 743, 758, and 771, 
as amended; 49 U.S.C. 1324, 1373, and 
1386). 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making through sub- 
mission of twelve (12) copies of written 
data, views, or arguments pertaining 
thereto, addressed to the Docket Section, 
Civil Aeronautics Board, Washington, 
D.C. 20428. All relevant matter in 
communications received on or before 
April 15, 1968, will be considered by the 
Board before taking action. Copies of 
communications will be available for ex- 
amination by interested persons upon 
receipt in the Docket Section of the 
Board, Room 1710 Universal Building, 
1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 


[SEAL] HAROLD R. SANDERSON, 


Secretary. 


Explanatory statement. In connection 
with our overall review of minimum 
rates applicable to military transporta- 
tion, the Board is herein proposing to 
revise the minimum rates for Logair and 
Quickirans domestic cargo charters set 
forth in § 288.7(b) of the economic regu- 
lations ond to establish minimum rates 
for additional aircraft proposed to be 
used for Logair and Quicktrans charters 
in fiscal year 1969. 

Four carriers’ have submitted cost 
forecasts, and the Department of De- 
fense (DoD) has submitted its analysis 
of the carriers’ costs and proposals for 
new minimum rates. The materials sub- 
mitted by the carriers and DoD have 
been analyzed by the Board, and the 
carriers’ forecasts have been adjusted in 
accordance with policies developed in 
previous rate reviews. The forecasts and 
proposed adjustments are set forth in 
appendices hereto,? which explain the 
basis for each cost adjustment. Where 
forecasts of two carriers for the same 
aircraft type showed a wide disparity 
with respect to utilization, stage length, 
or fuel consumption, these factors have 
been adjusted to reflect comparable fig- 
ures for each carrier. The adjusted car- 
rier costs and stage lengths for each 
aircraft type are summarized in the fol- 
lowing table: * 


1 Airlift International, Inc.; Overseas Na- 
tional Airways, Inc.; Saturn Airways, Inc.; 
and Universal Airlines, Inc. 

2 Appendices filed as part of original docu- 
ment. 

%In developing average forecast costs for 
DC-7B aircraft, data submitted by Overseas 
have been disregarded. The Overseas data do 
not tie into its Form 41 reports, reflect very 
long stage lengths (1,125 miles) not typical 
of Logair or Quicktrans, and were based on 
yperations with two leased aircraft that are 
apparently no longer in use. 
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Weighted average 


Overseas 
| Universal... 
| 


Weighted average 


DC-9-33 ataiindamaiimantieci Sin ichatiinibintncidisiccaitiaitiiichatotics 


The enim uate stimatune we pro- 
pose is the same as that adopted last 
year, consisting of a linehaul rate per 
course-flown statute mile plus a rate per 
directed landing for each aircraft type, 
based upon the weighted average costs 
and stage lengths set forth in the 
preceding table. However, because of the 
significant differences in fuel costs in 
Logair and Quicktrans services, we pro- 
pose to establish separate linehaul rates 
for menaend and for siememeeuen charters. 


Aircraft type 


Per 
| course-flown 
mile 








The proposed ‘intima rates 
slightly higher overall than the current 
rates, primarily because of increased fuel 
costs. We propose that the revised rates 
become effective July 1, 1968. 

Proposed rule. It is proposed to amend 
Part 288 of the economic regulations (14 
CFR Part 288) by revising § 288.7(b) to 
read as follows: 


§ 288.7 Reasonable level of compensa- 
tion, 
© . . * ~ 
(b) For Logair and Quicktrans serv- 


ices, other than specified in paragraph 
(c) of this section: 


Current rates 
(Logair & Quicktrans) 


5045 


Adjusted cost per course- 
Number ‘flown statute mile | Average stage 
aircraft - length, miles 


| Quicktrans | 


a 


$1. 0118 $0. 9777 
1, 1950 1. 1610 


1. 1557 


. 5113 
. 8220 | 

2. 2534 

7300 

_ 8280 
2. 0508 | 


9360 


. 8847 
2. 0909 


. 9878 


2. 0228 
2. 0622 





2.0114 
9297 


2.1 1991 


2. 0€ mn 


2. 1005 2. 1516 


The landing charges for each aircraft 
type for which minimum rates were set 
last year are proposed to remain the 
same, except for the DC-6A. Saturn has 
supplied cost data on the DC-6A which 
support a landing charge of $125 rather 
than the current $100. Similar dual- 
element minimum rates are proposed for 
the CL44 and L-188C aircraft, for 
which no rates are presently in effect. 
The current and proposed rates are com- 
pared in the following table: 


Proposed rates 





Per course-flown mile 

Per 
directed 
landing 


Per | } 
directed | Logair Quicktrans | 
landing } | 


$0. 8645 
1. 2016 
1. 4584 
2. 0860 | 

1. 6753 

1 

1 

1 

1 


$50 
100 | 


7745 | 
. 6972 | 
. 7260 | 
. 9076 





Linehaul rate per 
course-flown 
statute mile 
directed 
landing 
Logair | Quick- | 
| trans 


$0. 8305 
1. 1559 | 
1. 5054 
2. 1311 
1. 6128 
1.8116 
1.7343 
L777 

1 


. 9587 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3656; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 
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[14 CFR Part 298 ] 
[Docket No. 19743; EDR-135] 


CLASSIFICATION AND EXEMPTION 
OF AIR TAXI OPERATORS 


Filing Tariffs for Joint Rates 


Marcu 22, 1968. 

Notice is hereby given that the Civil 
Aeronautics Board proposes to amend 
Part 298 of the economic regulations to 
permit air taxi operators to file joint 
tariffs with certificated air carriers, The 
principal features of the proposed 
amendments are explained in the ex- 
planatory statement below, and the text 
of the proposed amendments is also set 
forth below. The amendments are pro- 
posed under authority of sections 204 and 
416 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(12 Stat. 743, 771; 49 U.S.C. 1324, 1386). 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making through sub- 
mission of twelve (12) copies of written 
data, views, or arguments pertaining 
thereto, addressed to the Docket Section, 
Civil Aeronautics Board, Washington, 
D.C. 20428. All relevant matter in com- 
munications received on or before April 
26, 1968, will be considered by the Board 
before taking action. Copies of communi- 
cations will be available for examination 
by interested persons upon receipt in the 
Docket Section of the Board, Room 710 
Universal Building, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 


[SEAL] HAROLD R. SANDERSON, 
Secretary. 


Explanatory statement. Part 298 ex- 
empts air taxi operators from the tariff 
requirements of section 403 of the Act 
as well as the rate provisions of section 
404. However, since the time Part 298 
was adopted, the growth in air taxi 
operations has resulted in increasing 
demand for through services by air taxi 
operators and certificated route air car- 
riers. A number of agreements have been 
filed with the Board involving interline 
ticketing and waybilling, and both certif- 
icated carriers and air taxi operators 
have indicated a desire to participate in 
joint tariffs. 

Because of these factors and the public 
interest in having the rates and practices 
applicable to such through services in- 
corporated in tariffs filed jointly by the 
air taxi operators and the certificated 
carriers, we propose to modify the Part 
298 exemptions so that the tariff and 
rate requirements of sections 403 and 
404 will apply to air taxi operators to 
the extent that they provide through 
service with certificated air carriers. 

Proposed rule. It is proposed to amend 
Part 298 of the economic regulations (14 
CFR Part 298), by revising § 298.11 (b), 
(c), and (d) to read as follows: 


§ 298.11 Exemption authority. 


= * 7 * + 


(b) Section 403, except that the re- 
quirements of that section shall apply 
to tariffs for through rates, fares, and 
charges filed jointly by air taxi operators 
and certificated air carriers; 
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(ec) Subsection 404(a), except the re- 
quirements that air taxi operators shall 
provide safe service, equipment, and 
facilities in connection with air trans- 
portation; shall observe and enforce just 
and reasonable joint rates, fares, and 
charges, and just and reasonable classi- 
fications, rules, regulations, and practices 
as provided in tariffs filed jointly by air 
taxi operators and certificated air car- 
riers; and shall establish just, reasonable, 
and equitable divisions of such joint 
rates, fares, and charges as between air 
carriers participating therein which shall 
not unduly prefer or prejudice any of 
such participating air carriers; 

(d) Subsection 404(b), except that the 
requirements of that subsection shall 
apply to through service provided pur- 
suant to tariffs filed jointly by air taxi 
operators and certificated air carriers; 


o 7 > * * 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3668; Filed, Mar. 26, 1938; 
8:48 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


[47 CFR Part 74] 
[Docket No. 17999] 


COMMUNITY ANTENNA RELAY 
SERVICE 


Transmission of Program Material 
Originated by CATV Systems; Or- 
der Extending Time for Filing 
Comments 


In the matter of amendment of Part 74 
of the Commission’s rules to permit sta- 
tions licensed in the community antenna 
relay service to transmit program ma- 
terial originated by CATV systems, 
Docket No. 17999. 

1. The Commission has before it 
requests for extension of time filed by the 
National Cable Television Association, 
Inc. (NCTA), on March 8, 1968, and the 
National Association of Broadcasters 
(NAB) on March 6, 1968, requesting that 
the time for filing comments in this pro- 
ceeding be extended for a period of 30 
days after the filing of the Court’s opin- 
ions in Fortnightly Corp. v. United 
Artist Television, Inc., Case No. 618 U.S. 
Supreme Court; and US. et al. v. South- 
western Cable Co. et al., Case Nos. 363 
and 428, U.S. Supreme Court, the filing 
of reply comments 60 days after that 
date, and 120 days from March 22, 1968, 
to July 22, 1968, respectively. In the 
alternative, NCTA requests that the time 
for filing comments in this proceeding be 
extended for a period of at least 60 days 
until on or before May 20, 1968, and the 
time for filing reply comments in this 
proceeding be extended at least 70 days 
until on or before June 10, 1968. 

2. NCTA contends that fundamental 
questions of Commission regulation ‘of 
CATV are presently in issue in various 
forums. There are pending in the Su- 
preme Court and Congress matters deal- 
ing with the alleged liability of CATV 
systems for payment of copyright royalty 
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fees and the propriety of the Commis- 
sion’s regulation of CATV. It indicates 
that the Supreme Court will soon hear 
arguments in these cases and probably 
decisions will then shortly be forthcom- 
ing. Additionally, NCTA states that its 
Board of Directors will hold its Spring 
meeting March 18 through 20 and un- 
doubtedly they will desire to discuss the 
issues presented by the notice before 
comments are submitted. 

3. NAB submits that the Commission 
may have to consider the broad impact 
of its proposal rather than the limited 
issues set forth in paragraph 4 of the 
notice. It sets forth various examples of 
these issues and considerations and states 
that the period set by the Commission 
for the filing of comments is inadequate 
for the filing of thorough and compre- 
hensive comments. It also indicates that 
judicial and legislative determinations 
will shortly be forthcoming and they will 
have a_ substantial effect on these 
matters. 

4. Some of the reasons given for the 
requested extension were recognized in 
footnote 2 of paragraph 4 in our original 
notice which established the time limits 
for filing. Many of the issues under con- 
sideration are very complex and the field 
is presently in a state of flux so it is felt 
that additional time should be granted 
until the issues stabilize somewhat. 

5. Therefore, it is ordered, That the 
20th day of March 1968, pursuant to 
§§ 0.281(d)8 and 0.289(c)4 of the Com- 
mission’s rules, and sections 4(i) and 
5(d)1 of the Communications Act, as 
amended, that the time for filing com- 
ments in this proceeding is extended until 
60 days after the filing of the Court’s 
opinion in Fortnightly Corp. v. United 
Artist Television, Inc., Case No. 618, U.S. 
Supreme Court, and US. et al. v. South- 
western Cable Co., et al., Case Nos. 363 
and 428, U.S. Supreme Court; and the 
time for filing reply comments is ex- 
tended until 60 days thereafter. 


Adopted: March 20, 1968. 
Released: March 22, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


CoMMISsSION, 
[SEAL] BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3658; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


[46 CFR Part 502] 
[Docket No. 68-15] 


DEPOSITIONS, WRITTEN INTERROG- 
ATORIES AND DISCOVERY 


Rules of Practice and Procedure 


Notice is hereby given that the Com- 
mission is instituting a rule-making 
proceeding for the purpose of implement- 
ing Public Law 90-177 which provides for 
the establishment of procedures regard- 
ing depositions, written interrogatories 
and discovery which are to be applicable 
in proceedings arising under section 22 
of the Shipping Act, 1916. 


27, 1968 












Section 27 of the Shipping Act, 1916, 
has been amended by Public Law 90-177 
to provide inter alia: 


In all proceedings under section 22 of this 
Act, depositions, written interrogatories, and 
discovery procedure shall be available under 
rules and regulations issued by the Federal 
Maritime Commission, which rules and 
regulations shall, to the extent practicable, 
be in conformity with the rules applicable 
in civil proceedings in the district courts of 
the United States. 


The Commission’s current rules 
regarding depositions and written inter- 
rogatories (Subpart L of 46 CFR Part 
502) would be superseded by the proposed 
rules in this notice. 

This notice sets forth proposed rules 
regarding depositions, written inter- 
rogatories and discovery procedures 
which would be applicable in proceedings 
under section 22 of the Shipping Act. In 
conformance with the Congressional 
mandate in Public Law 90-177, the pro- 
posed rules are patterned after the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure with 
much of the language of the proposed 
rules being borrowed from the Federal 
rules. 

In keeping with the spirit of the Fed- 
eral rules which strive for full disclosure 
of relevant information prior to trial, we 
are including provisions for depositions, 
either oral or upon written interroga- 
tories, written interrogatories of parties, 
production, inspection, copying, or 
photographing of documents or other 
things, and provision for admissions by 
parties; all of which are similar to the 
Federal rules on these matters. 

This proposal also contains a proposed 
amendment to Subpart I of Part 502, 
which deals with subpoenas. We are pro- 
posing to add a new section which would 
clarify the procedure to be followed in 
requests for subpoenas of persons or evi- 
dence located abroad. 

Therefore, pursuant to section 4 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
553), and sections 27 and 43 of the Ship- 
ping Act, 1916 (46 U.S.C. 826, 841(a)), 
Part 502 of Title 46, Code of Federal 
Regulations, is proposed to be amended 
as set forth below: 

1. Subpart L is proposed to be 
amended in its entirety and would read 
as follows: 


Subpart L—Depositions, Written 
Interrogatories, and Discovery 


§ 502.201 General. 


(a) Applicability: The procedures de- 
scribed in this subpart are to be available 
in all proceedings under section 22 of the 
Shipping Act, 1916. 

(b) Schedule for use: 

(1) After commencement of a pro- 
ceeding, any party may, upon reasonable 
notice and without leave of the Commis- 
sion, take the testimony of any person, 
including a party, by deposition upon 
oral examination or written interroga- 
tories for the purpose of discovery or for 
use as evidence in the proceeding or for 
both purposes. The attendance of wit- 
nesses may be compelled by the use of 
subpoena as provided in Subpart I of this 
part. 





PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


(2) Unless otherwise ordered by the 
presiding officer, the use of deposition or 
interrogatory procedures shall be com- 
pleted prior to hearing. The presiding 
officer may at any time order the parties 
or their attorneys to appear at a con- 
ference to consider the proper use of such 
procedures or the time to be allowed for 
such use. 

(c) Scope of examination: Persons 
and parties may be examined regarding 
any matter, not privileged, which is rel- 
evant to the subject matter involved in 
the proceeding, whether it relates to the 
claim or defense of the examining party 
or to the claim or defense of any other 
party, including the existence, descrip- 
tion, nature, custody, condition, and loca- 
tion of any books, documents, or other 
tangible things, and the identity and 
location of persons having knowledge of 
relevant facts. It is not ground for ob- 
jection that the testimony will be inad- 
missible at the hearing if the testimony 
sought appears reasonably calculated 
to lead to the discovery of admissible 
evidence. 

(d) Examination and cross-examina- 
tion: Examination and cross-examina- 
tion of deponents may proceed as per- 
mitted at the hearing under the pro- 
visions of § 502.154. 

(e) Any party taking a deposition 
pursuant to the rules of this subpart 
shall furnish the officer before whom 
the deposition is to be taken a copy of 
the rules of this subpart. 


§ 502.202 Persons before whom deposi- 
tions may be taken. 


(a) Within the United States: Within 
the United States or within a territory or 
insular possession subject to the domin- 
ion of the United States, depositions 
shall be taken before an officer author- 
ized to administer oaths by the laws 
of the United States or of the place where 
the examination is held. 

(b) In foreign countries: In a foreign 
country, depositions may be taken on 
notice before a person authorized to ad- 
minister oaths in the place in which the 
examination is held, either by the law 
thereof or by the law of the United 
States. A notice may designate the person 
before whom the deposition is to be 
taken either by name or description title. 

(c) Disqualification for interest: No 
deposition shall be taken before a person 
who is a relative or employee or attorney 
or counsel of any of the parties, or is a 
relative or employee of such attorney or 
counsel, or is financially interested in 
the action. 

(ad) Objection to taking a deposition 
because of disqualification of the officer 
before whom it is to be taken is waived 
unless made before the taking of the 
deposition begins or as soon thereafter 
as the disqualification becomes known or 
could be discovered with reasonable 
diligence. 


§ 502.203 Use of depositions at hear- 
ings. 

(a) At the hearing, any part or all of 

a deposition, so far as admissible under 

the rules of evidence, may be used against 

any party who was present or represented 
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at the taking of the deposition or who 
had due notice thereof, in accordance 
with any one of the following provisions: 

(1) Any deposition may be used by 
any party for the purpose of contradict- 
ing or impeaching the testimony of de- 
ponent as a witness. 

(2) The deposition of a party or of 
any one who at the time of taking the 
deposition was an officer, director, or 
duly authorized agent of a public or pri- 
vate corporation, partnership, or associa- 
tion which is a party, may be used by 
any other party for any purpose. 

(3) The deposition of a _ witness, 
whether or not a party, may be used by 
any party for any purpose if the pre- 
siding officer finds: (i) That the witness 
is dead; or (ii) that the witness is out 
of the United States, unless it appears 
that the absence of the witness was pro- 
cured by the party offering the deposi- 
tion; or (iii) that the witness is unable 
to attend or testify because of age, sick- 
ness, infirmity, or imprisonment; or (iv) 
that the party offering the deposition has 
been unable to procure the attendance 
of the witness by subpoena; or (v) upon 
application and notice, that such excep- 
tional circumstances exist as to make it 
desirable, in the interest of justice and 
with due regard to the importance of 
presenting the testimony of witnesses 
orally in open hearing, to allow the dep- 
osition to be used. 

(4) If only part of a deposition is 
offered in evidence by a party, any other 
party may require him to introduce all 
of it which is relevant to the par* in- 
troduced, and any party may introduce 
any other parts. 

(5) Substitution of parties does not 
affect the right to use depositions pre- 
viously taken; and, when an action in 
any hearing has been dismissed and an- 
other action involving the same subject 
matter is afterward brought between the 
same parties or their representatives or 
successors in interest, all depositions law- 
fully taken and duly filed in the former 
action may be used in the latter as if 
originally taken therefor. 

(b) Objections to admissibility: Ex- 
cept as provided in this paragraph, ob- 
jection may be made at the hearing to 
receiving in evidence any deposition or 
part thereof for any reason which would 
require the exclusion of the evidence if 
the witness were then present and 
testifying. 


(1) Objections to the competency of 
a witness or to the competency, relevancy, 
or materiality of testimony are not 
waived by failure to make them before 
or during the taking of the deposition, 
unless the ground of the objection is one 
which might have been obviated or re- 
moved if presented at that time. 


(2) Errors and irregularities occur- 
ring at the oral examination in the man- 
ner of taking the deposition, in the form 
of the questions or answers, in the oath 
or affirmation, or in the conduct of 
parties and errors of any kind which 
might be obviated, removed, or cured if 
promptly presented, are waived unless 
seasonable objection thereto is made at 
the taking of the deposition. 
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(3) Objections to the form of written 
interrogatories submitted under § 502.- 
206 are waived unless served in writing 
upon the party propounding them within 
the time allowed for serving the succeed- 
ing cross interrogatories. 

(c) Effect of taking or using deposi- 
tions: A party shall not be deemed to 
make a person his own witness for any 
purpose by taking his deposition. The 
introduction in evidence of the deposi- 
tion or any part thereof for any purpose 
other than that of contradicting or im- 
peaching the deponent makes the depo- 
nent the witness of the party introducing 
the deposition, but this shall not apply 
to the use by any other party of a deposi- 
tion as described in subparagraph (2) of 
paragraph (a) of this section. At the 
hearing, any party may rebut any rele- 
vant evidence contained in a deposition 
whether introduced by him or by any 
other party. 


§ 502.204 Depositions upon oral exam- 
ination. 

(a) Notice of examination: time and 
place. A party desiring to take the dep- 
osition of any person upon oral exam- 
ination shall give reasonable notice in 
writing to such person and to every other 
party to the action. The notice shall 
state the time and place for taking the 
deposition and the name and address of 
each person to be examined, if known, 
and, if the name is not known, a general 
description sufficient to identify him or 
the particular class or group to which 
he belongs. The notice shall also contain 
a statement of the matters concerning 
which each witness will testify. All errors 
and irregularities in the notice for taking 
a deposition are waived unless written 
objection is promptly served upon the 
party giving the notice. 

(b) Orders for the protection of par- 
ties and deponents. After notice is served 
for taking a deposition by oral examina- 
tion, upon motion seasonably made by 
any party or by the person to be exam- 
ined and upon notice and for good cause 
shown, the presiding officer may make 
an order that the deposition shall not 
be taken, or that it may be taken only at 
some designated place other than that 
stated in the notice, or that it may be 
taken only on written interrogatories, or 
that certain matters shall not be in- 
quired into, or that the scope of the ex- 
amination shall be limited to certain 
matters, or that the examination shall 
be held with no one present except the 
parties to the action and their officers or 
counsel, or that after being sealed, the 
deposition shall be opened only by order 
of the presiding officer, or that secret 
processes, developments, or research need 
not be disclosed, or that the parties shall 
simultaneously file specified documents 
or information enclosed in sealed en- 
velopes to be opened as directed by the 
presiding officer, or the presiding officer 
may make any other order which justice 
requires to protect the party or witness 
from annoyance, embarrassment, or op- 
pression. 

(c) Record of examination; oath; ob- 
jections. The officer before whom the 
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deposition is to be taken shall put the 
witness on oath and shall personally, or 
by some one acting under his direction 
and in his presence, record the testimony 
of the witness. The testimony shall be 
taken stenographically and transcribed 
unless the parties agree otherwise. All 
objections made at the time of the exam- 
ination to the qualifications of the of- 
ficer taking the deposition, or to the 
manner of taking it, or to the evidence 
presented, or to the conduct of any 
party, and any other objection to the 
proceedings, shall be noted by the of- 
ficer upon the deposition. Evidence ob- 
jected to shall be taken subject to the 
objections. In lieu of participating in the 
oral examination, parties served with no- 
tice of taking a deposition may trans- 
mit written interrogatories to the officer, 
who shall propound them to the witness 
and record the answers verbatim. 

(d) Motion to terminate or limit ez- 
amination. At any time during the tak- 
ing of the deposition, on motion of any 
party or of the deponent and upon a 
showing that the examination is being 
conducted in bad faith or in such man- 
ner as unreasonably to annoy, embar- 
rass, or oppress the deponent or party, 
the presiding officer may order the 
officer conducting the examination to 
cease forthwith from taking the deposi- 
tion, or may limit the scope and manner 
of the taking of the deposition as pro- 
vided in paragraph (b) of this section. 
If the order made terminates the ex- 
amination, it shall be resumed thereafter 
only upon the order of the presiding offi- 
cer. Upon demand of the objecting party 
or deponent, the taking of the deposition 
shall be suspended for the time necessary 
to make a motion for an order. 

(e) Submission to witness; changes; 
signing. When the testimony is fully 
transcribed, the deposition shall be read 
to or by him, unless such examination 
and reading are waived by the witness 
and by the parties. Any changes in form 
or substance which the witness desires 
to make shall be entered upon the deposi- 
tion by the officer with a statement of the 
reasons given by the witness for making 
them. The deposition shall then be 
signed by the witness unless the parties 
by stipulation waive the signing or the 
witness is ill or cannot be found or re- 
fuses to sign. If the deposition is not 
signed by the witness, the officer shall 
sign it and state on the record the fact 
of the waiver or of the illness or absence 
of the witness or the fact of the refusal 
to sign together with the reason, if any, 
given therefor; and the deposition may 
then be used as fully as though signed, 
unless upon objection, the presiding offi- 
cer holds that the reasons given for the 
refusal to sign require rejection of the 
deposition in whole or in part. 

(f) Certification and filing by officers; 
copies, notice of filing. (1) The officer 
taking the deposition shall certify on the 
deposition that the witness was duly 
sworn by him and that the deposition is 
a true record of the testimony given by 
the witness. He shall then securely seal 
the deposition in an envelope indorsed 
with the title of the action and marked 
“Deposition of (here insert name.of wit- 


ness)” and shall promptly file it with the 
presiding officer or send it by registered 
mail to the Secretary of the Commission. 

(2) Interested parties shall make their 
own arrangements with the officer taking 
the deposition for copies of the testimony 
and the exhibits. 

(3) The party taking the deposition 
shall give prompt notice of its filing to all 
other parties. 

(g) Effect of errors and irregularities. 
Errors and irregularities in the manner 
in which the testimony is transcribed 
or the deposition is prepared, signed, 
certified, sealed, indorsed, transmitted, 
filed, or otherwise dealt with by the 
officer under §§ 502.204 and 502.205 are 
waived unless a motion to suppress the 
deposition or some part thereof is made 
with reasonable promptness after such 
defect is, or with due diligence might 
have been, ascertained. 


§ 502.205 Depositions of witnesses upon 
written interrogatories. 


(a) Serving interrogatories; notice. A 
party desiring to take the deposition of 
any person upon written interrogatories 
shall serve them upon every other party 
with a notice stating the name and ad- 
dress of the person who is to answer 
them and the name or descriptive title 
and address of the officer before whom 
the deposition is to be taken. Within 10 
days thereafter, a party so served may 
serve cross interrogatories upon the party 
proposing to take the deposition. All 
errors and irregularities in the notice 
are waived unless written objection is 
promptly served upon the party giving 
the notice. 

(b) Officer to take responses and pre- 
pare record. A copy of the notice and 
copies of all interrogatories served shall 
be delivered by the party taking the 
deposition to the officer designated in 
the notice, who shall proceed promptly 
in the manner provided by § 502.204 (c), 
(e), and (f), to take the testimony of the 
witness in response to the interrogatories 
and to prepare, certify, and file or mail 
the deposition, attaching thereto the 
copy of the notice and the interroga- 
tories received by him. 

(c) Notice of filing. When the deposi- 
tion is filed, the party taking it shall 
promptly give notice thereof to all other 
parties. 

(d) Orders for the protection of parties 
and deponents. After the service of in- 
terrogatories and prior to the taking of 
the testimony of tne deponent, the 
presiding officer on motion promptly 
made by a party or a deponent, upon 
notice and good cause shown, may make 
any order specified in § 502.204(b) which 
is appropriate and just or an order that 
the deposition shall not be taken before 
the officer designated in the notice or 
that it shall not be taken except upon 
oral examination. 


§ 502.206 Interrogatories to parties. 


(a) Any party may serve upon any 
other party written interrogatories to be 
answered by the party served or, if the 
party served is a public or private corpo- 
ration or a partnership or association, by 
any officer or agent, who shall furnish 
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such information as is available to the 
party. Interrogatories may be served any 
time after commencement of the action 
and without leave of the Commission. 
The interrogatories shall be answered 
separately and fully in writing under 
oath. The answers shall be signed by the 
person making them; and the party 
upon whom the interrogatories have been 
served shall serve a copy of the answers 
on the party submitting the interroga- 
tories within 15 days after the service of 
the interrogatories, unless the presiding 
officer on motion and notice and for good 
cause shown, enlarges or shortens the 
time. Within 10 days after service of in- 
terrogatories, a party may serve written 
objections thereto together with a notice 
of hearing the objections at the earliest 
practicable time. Answers to interroga- 
tories to which objection is made shall 
be deferred until the objections are 
determined. 

(b) Interrogatories may relate to any 
matters which can be inquired into under 
§ 502.201(c), and the answers may be 
used to the same extent as provided in 
§ 502.203 for the use of the deposition 
of a party. Interrogatories may be 
sought after interrogatories have been 
answered, but the presiding officer, on 
motion of the deponent or the party in- 
terrogated, may make such protective 
order as justice may require. The num- 
ber of interrogatories or of sets of inter- 
rogatories to be served is not limited 
except as justice requires to protect the 
party from annoyance, expense, embar- 
rassment, or oppression. The provisions 
of §502.204(b) are applicable for the 
protection of the party from whom an- 
swers to interrogatories are sought under 
this rule. 


§ 502.207 Discovery end production of 
documents and things for inspection, 
copying, or photographing. 


Upon motion of any party showing 
good cause therefor and upon notice to 
all other parties, and subject to the pro- 
visions of § 502.204(b) , the presiding offi- 
cer may order any party to produce and 
permit the inspection and copying or 
photographing, by or on behalf of the 
moving party, of any designated docu- 
ments, papers, books, accounts, letters, 
photographs, objects, or tangible things, 
not privileged, which constitute or con- 
tain evidence relating to any of the mat- 
ters within the scope of the examination 
permitted by § 502.201(c) and which are 
in his possession, custody, or control. The 
order shall specify the time, place, and 
manner of making the inspection and 
taking the copies and photographs and 
may prescribe such terms and conditions 
as are just. 


§ 502.208 Admission of facts and of 


genuineness of documents. 


(a) Request for admission. After com- 
mencement of an action a party may 
serve upon any other party a written re- 
quest for the admission by the latter of 
the genuineness of any relevant docu- 
ments described in and exhibited with 
the request or of the truth of any rele- 
vant matters of fact set forth in the 
request. Copies of the documents shall be 
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served with the request unless copies 
have already been furnished. Each of the 
matters of which an admission is re- 
quested shall be deemed admitted unless, 
within a period designated in the request, 
not less than 10 days after service 
thereof or within such shorter or longer 
time as the presiding officer may allow on 
motion and notice, the party to whom 
the request is directed serves upon the 
party requesting the admission either 
(1) a sworn statement denying specifi- 
cally the matters of which an admission 
is requested or setting forth in detail the 
reasons why he cannot truthfully admit 
or deny those matters or (2) written 
objections on the ground that some or all 
of the requested admissions are privi- 
leged or irrelevant or that the request is 
otherwise improper in whole or in part, 
together with a notice of hearing the 
objections at the earliest practicable 
time. If written objections to a part of 
the request are made, the remainder of 
the request shall be answered within the 
period designated in the request. A denial 
shall fairly meet the substance of the 
requested admission, and when good 
faith requires that a party deny only a 
part or a qualification of a matter of 
which an admission is requested, he shall 
specify so much of it as is true and deny 
only the remainder. 

(b) Expenses on refusal to admit. If a 
party, after being served with a request 
under paragraph (a) of this section to 
admit the genuineness of any documents 
or the truth of any matters of fact, serves 
a sworn denial thereof and if the party 
requesting the admissions thereafter 
proves the genuineness of any such docu- 
ment or the truth of any such matter of 
fact, he may apply to the presiding officer 
for an order requiring the other party to 
pay him the reasonable expenses in- 
curred in making such proof, including 
reasonable attorney’s fees. Unless the 
presiding officer finds that there were 
good reasons for the denial or that the 
admissions sought were of no substantial 
importance, the order shall be made. 


§ 502.209 Use of discovery procedures 
directed to the Commission. 


(a) Oral deposition or written inter- 
rogatories as described in §§ 502.204 and 
502.205 directed to Commission staff 
personnel shall be permitted to the same 
extent such depositions are permitted of 
any other party or person and shall be 
governed by the rules of §§ 502.204 and 
502.205, except that copies of any such 
notice to take a deposition shall be served 
on the Secretary of the Commission. 

(b) Written interrogatories directed to 
the Commission under § 502.206 shall be 
served on the Secretary of the Commis- 
sion. Such interrogatories will be an- 
swered and signed by those staff person- 
nel with knowledge of the facts. The 
answers will be served by the Secretary 
of the Commission upon the parties to 
the proceeding. 


§ 502.210 Refusal to make discovery: 
consequences, 


(a) Refusal to answer. If a party or 
other deponent refuses to answer any 
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question propounded upon oral examina- 
tion, the examination shall be completed 
on other matters or adjourned, as the 
proponent of the question may prefer. 
Thereafter, on reasonable notice to all 
persons affected thereby, he may apply 
to the presiding officer for an order com- 
pelling an answer. Upon the refusal of 
a deponent to answer any interrogatory 
submitted under § 502.205 or upon the 
refusal of a party to answer any inter- 
rogatory submitted under § 502.206, the 
proponent of the question may on like 
notice make like application for such an 
order. 

(b) Failure to comply with order. If a 
party or an officer or duly authorized 
agent of a party refuses to obey an order 
made under paragraph (a) of this sec- 
tion requiring him to answer designated 
questions, or an order made under 
§ 502.207 to produce any document or 
other thing for inspection, copying or 
photographing or to permit it to be done, 
the Commission may apply for enforce- 
ment to a district court having jurisdic- 
tion of the parties. 


§ 502.211 Witnesses and evidence lo- 
cated in a foreign country. 


(a) Whenever the person to be deposed 
or the document or other thing to be 
produced, inspected, copied or photo- 
graphed is located in a foreign country, 
all motions for protective orders as 
described in § 502.204(b), all motions for 
production as described in § 502.207, and 
all motions for orders compelling an 
answer as described in § 502.210(a) shall 
be made to the Commission. All such 
motions relating to persons, documents 
or other things located in the United 
States shall be made to the presiding 
officer. 

(b) Application to a district court for 
enforcement of an order described in 
§ 502.210, which relates to persons, doc- 
uments, or other things located in a for- 
eign country, shall be made by the 
Commission. Application for enforce- 
ment of such an order relating to per- 
sons, documents or other things located 
in the United States shall be made at 
the direction of the presiding officer. 


2. Subpart I is proposed to be amended 
by the addition of a new § 502.136, which 
would read as follows: 


Subpart I—Subpoenas 


§ 502.136 Witnesses and evidence lo- 
cated in a foreign country. 


All requests for the issuance of sub- 
poenas for the attendance of witnesses 
located in a foreign country or the pro- 
duction of evidence located in a foreign 
country, all motions to quash such sub- 
poenas, and all petitions to revoke or 
modify such subpoenas shall be directed 
to the Commission. 

Interested persons may participate in 
this rule making proceeding by filing 
with the Secretary, Federal Maritime 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20573, on 
or before April 26, 1968, an original and 
15 copies of their views or arguments 
pertaining to the proposed amended 
rules. All suggestions for changes in the 
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text as set out above should be accom- 
panied by drafts of the language thought 
necessary to accomplish the desired 
change and by statements and arguments 
in support thereof. 

The Federal Maritime Commission, 
Bureau of Compliance, Office of Hearing 
Counsel, shall participate in the proceed- 
ing and shall file reply to comments on 
or before May 16, 1968, by serving an 
original and 15 copies on the Federal 
Maritime Commission and one copy to 
each party who filed written comments. 
Answers to Hearing Counsel’s replies 
shall be submitted to the Federal Mari- 
time Commission on or before May 27, 
1968. 


By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 


[SEAL] THOMAS LIsI, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3667; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land Management 
[Montana 38; Group 32] 


MONTANA 


Suspension Against Filing of Plat of 
Survey Lifted; Notice of Filing of 


Plat of Survey 
Marcu 20, 1968. 


FR. Doc. 66-10230, appearing on page 
12455 of the issue for September 20, 1966 
suspended the filing of plat of survey as 
provided in F.R. Doc. 66-8234, appearing 
on page 10201 of the issue for July 28, 
1966. Such suspension is hereby lifted. 


1. Plat of Survey of the lands described 
below will be officially filed in the Land 
Office, Billings, Mont., effective 10 a.m., 
April 30, 1968. 


FirTrH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, NoRTH DAKOTA 


T. 137 N., R. 80 W., 
Sec. 3, lots 14, 15; 
Sec. 4, lot 12. 
T. 138 N., R. 80 W., 
Sec. 28, lots 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, NY%SW%; 
Sec. 34, lots 19, 20. 


The areas described contain 407.38 
acres. 

2. The described land is withdrawn by 
Public Land Order No. 1312 of July 6, 
1956, for use by the Department of the 
Army in connection with the Oahe Res- 
ervoir Project. 

3. The described land will not be sub- 
ject to disposition under the General 
Public Land Laws including the mining 
and mineral leasing laws, except for oil 
and gas, by reason of the official filing of 
the plat. 

EUGENE H. NEWELL, 
Manager, Land Office. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3625; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[OR 3051] 
OREGON 


Notice of Proposed Classification of 
Public Lands for Multiple-Use Man- 
agement 

Marcu 20, 1968. 


1. Pursuant to the Act of September 
19, 1964 (43 US.C. 1411-18) and the 
regulations in 43 CFR Parts 2410 and 
2411, it is proposed to classify for multi- 
ple-use management the public lands 
within the area described below, to- 
gether with any lands therein that may 
become public lands in the future. As 
used herein, “public lands” means any 
lands withdrawn or reserved by Execu- 
tive Order No. 6910 of November 26, 1934, 
as amended, or within a grazing district 
established pursuant to the Act of June 
28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269), as amended, 


Notices 


which are not otherwise withdrawn or 
reserved for a Federal use or purpose. 


2. Publication of this notice has the 
effect of segregating the described lands 
from appropriatior only under the agri- 
cultural land laws (43 U.S.C., chs. 7 and 
9; 25 U.S.C., sec. 334) and from sales un- 
der section 2455 of the Revised Statutes 
(43 U.S.C. 1171). However, the lands 
shall remain open to all other applicable 
forms of appropriation, including the 
mining and mineral leasing laws. 


3. The lands proposed to be classified 
are shown on a map designated “OR 3051, 
2411.2:36-060: March 1968,” on file in 
the Baker District Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, Baker, Oreg., and the Land 
Office, Bureau of Land Management, 
729 Northeast Oregon Street, Portland, 


Oreg. The description of the area is as 
follows: 


WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN 
WALLOWA COUNTY 


T.5S.,R.48E., 
Secs. 25, 34, 35, and 36. 
T.5S.,R.49E., 
Sec. 30. 
BAKER COUNTY 


T.6S.,R.48E., 

Secs. 1 to 4, inclusive, secs. 8 to 12, inclu- 
sive, secs. 14 to 22, inclusive, and secs, 
28 to 33, inclusive. 

T.7S.,R.40E., 

Sec. 2, secs. 11 to 14, inclusive, secs. 20, 21, 
22, W1,4SW' sec. 26, secs. 27, 28, 33, and 
34. 

T.7S.,R.41E., 

Secs. 16 to 21, inclusive, S%4 sec. 22, S14 
sec. 23, secs. 26 to 29, inclusive, and secs. 
31 to 35, inclusive. 

T.75S.,R.42E., 
Secs. 17, 20, secs. 23 to 28, inclusive, and 
secs. 30 to 35, inclusive. 
T.75S.,R.43 E., 
Secs. 28 to 33, inclusive. 
T.75S., R. 47 E., 
Secs. 25 and 36. 
T.75S.,R.48E., 

Secs» 4 to 8, inclusive, secs. 17 to 22, in- 

clusive, and secs. 27 to 34, inclusive. 
T.8S.,R.38 E., 

Secs. 9, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 21, 22, and 28. 
T.8S.,R.41E., 

Sec. 3, secs. 5 to 8, inclusive, secs. 10, 11, 
13, 14, 15, 17, 18, secs. 22 to 26, inclusive, 
and secs. 32 to 36, inclusive. 

T.8S.,R.42E., 

Secs. 1 to 6, inclusive, secs. 8 to 12, inclu- 
sive, secs. 14, 15, W142W'% sec. 19, secs. 
23, 24, 27, 28, EY.NEY% and SW4SW% 
sec. 29, S% sec. 30, sec. 31, NW% and 
S'¥% sec. 32, secs. 33, 34, and 35. 

T.8S.,R.43 E., 

Secs. 4 to 10, inclusive, secs. 15 to 30, 

inclusive, secs. 33, 34, and 35. 
T.8S.,R.44E., 

Sec. 25, W142W' sec. 28, secs. 29 to 33, 

inclusive, and sec. 36. 
T.8S.,R.45E., 

Secs. 20, 21, secs. 25 to 29, inclusive, and 

secs. 31 to 36, inclusive. 
T.8S.,R.46E., 
Secs. 19, 20, 24, 29, 30, 31, 32, 34, and 35. 


T.8S.,R.47E., 

Secs. 1, 2, 3, 10, 12, 13, 15, secs. 17 to 20, 
inclusive, sec. 22, secs. 24 to 30, inclusive, 
secs. 33, 34, 35, and 36. 

T.8S.,R.48E., 
Secs. 4 to 9, inclusive, secs. 17, 18, 19, and 
30. 
T.9S.,R.39 E., 
Secs. 23, 34, 35, and 36. 
T.9S.,R. 41 E., 

Secs. 1 to 8, inclusive, secs. 10 to 13, in- 
clusive, secs. 15 to 21, inclusive, secs. 25 
to 29, inclusive, and secs. 32 to 36, 
inclusive. 

T.9S.,R.42E., 
Secs. 1 to 18, inclusive, secs. 20 to 25, 
inclusive, secs. 27, 28, 33, 34, and 35. 
T.9S.,R. 43 E., 
Secs. 1 to 10, inclusive, and sec. 18. 
T.9S.,R.44E., 
Secs. 3, 4, 5, 6, 10, 11, 14, and 15. 
T.9S.,R.45E., 

Secs. 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 12, and secs. 28 to 

35, inclusive. 
T.9S.,R.46E., 

Secs. 1 to 8, inclusive, secs. 11, 12, 13, 14, 17, 

18, and secs. 20 to 34, inclusive. 
T.9S.,R.47E., 

Secs. 2, 3, 4, secs. 6 to 11, inclusive, secs. 
14, 15, secs. 17 to 21, inclusive, secs. 
29 and 30. 

T.10S., R. 39 E., 
Secs. 1, 2, secs. 10 to 16, inclusive, secs. 
21, 22, 25, 27, 28, 29, and 34. 
T.10S8.,R.41 E., 
Secs. 1, 2,3, and 4. 
T.10S.,R. 42 E., 

Secs. 1, 2, 3, 4, secs. 7 to 19, inclusive, secs. 
21 to 28, inclusive, sec. 30, and secs. 33 
to 36, inclusive. 

T.10S.,R.43 E., 

Secs. 6, 7, 8, secs. 17 to 20, inclusive, secs. 
23 to 26, inclusive, secs. 29 to 33, in- 
clusive, and sec. 35. 

T.108.,R.44E., 

Sec. 1, secs. 17 to 21, inclusive, and secs. 

27 to 33, inclusive. 
T.10S., R. 45 E., 

Secs. 2 to 15, inclusive, N'%4 sec. 22, secs. 

23, 24, 26, 35, and 36. 
T.10S., R. 46E., 

Secs. 2 to 10, inclusive, sec. 15, secs. 17 to 

21, inclusive, and secs. 28 to 33, inclusive. 
T.115S., R. 37 E., 
Secs. 19 to 22, inclusive, secs. 27, 29, 31, 
34, and 35. 
T.11S., R. 38 E., 
Secs. 25, 26, 27, 33, and 34. 
T.118.,R.39 E., 
Secs. 2, 11, 29, 30, and 31. 
T.115S.,R.40E., 
Sec. 1, secs. 5 to 9, inclusive, secs. 12, 13, 
22, 23, 24, 26, and 35. t 
T.115S.,R.41E., ’ 
Secs. 11, 14, 18, and secs. 21 to 36, inclusive. 
T.11S., R. 42 E., 

Secs. 1, 8, 9, 11, and secs. 12 to 35, in- 

clusive. 
T.115S., R. 43 E., 
Secs. 2 to 10, inclusive, secs. 14 to 22, 
inclusive, and N44 sec. 23. 
T.11S8.,R.4E., 
Secs. 5, 6, 7, 13, 14, 23, 24, 25, and 36, 
T.115S.,R.45E., 

Secs. 1, 3, S'% sec. 4, secs. 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 
15, secs. 18 to 23, inclusive, and secs. 
26 to 36, inclusive. 

T.115S.,R.46E., 
Secs. 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 17, 18, 19, and 30. 
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T.12S.,R. 36 E., 
Secs. 22, 23, 24, and 25. 
T.12S.,R.37E., 

Secs. 5 to 9, inclusive, secs. 12, 18, 14, 19, 
21, 22, 26, 27, 28, 31, and secs. 33 to 36, 
inclusive. 

T.1258.,R. 38 E., 

Secs. 1, 2, 4, 10, secs. 12 to 15, inclusive, 
secs. 22, 24, 29, and secs. 31 to 34, in- 
clusive. 

T.12S., R. 39 E., 
Secs. 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 21, 
22, and 23. 
T.12S.,R.40E., 
Secs. 1, 12, 14, 15, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, and 27. 
T.12S.,R. 41 E., 

Secs. 1 to 16, inclusive, secs. 19 to 29, in- 

clusive, and secs. 35 and 36. 
T.12S.,R.42E, 

Secs. 2 to 9, inclusive, sec. 15, secs. 18 to 

22, inclusive, and secs. 28 to 36, inclusive. 
T.128., R. 43 E., 

Secs. 1, 2, 3, secs. 5 to 17, inclusive, secs. 
21, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, and secs. 31 to 35, 
inclusive. 

T.12S.,,.R.44E., 

Secs. 1, 7, secs. 12 to 29, inclusive, and secs. 

31 to 36, inclusive. 
T.12S.,R.45E., 

Secs. 1 to 12, inclusive, secs. 14, 15, 18, 

19, 20, and secs. 28 to 32, inclusive. 
T.135S., R. 37 E., 
Secs. 1, 2, 3, secs. 5 to 9, inclusive, secs. 
11, 12, 14, 15, 21, 22, 23, 27, and 28. 
T.13S., R. 38 E., 
Secs. 3 to 9, inclusive, secs. 18, 19, and 20. 
T.135S., R. 41 E., 
Secs. 1, 2, and 12. 
T.13S.,R.42E., 

Secs. 1, 2, 3, secs. 5 to 15, inclusive, and 

secs. 22 to 25, inclusive. 
T.13S., R. 43 E., 

Secs. 2 to 16, inclusive, N14 sec. 17, secs. 
18, 19, secs. 21 to 28, inclusive, and secs, 
32 to 36, inclusive. 

T.13S.,R.44E., 

Secs. 1 to 9, inclusive, secs. 11 to 15, in- 
clusive, secs. 17 to 23, inclusive, secs. 
26, 27, 29, 30, 35, and 36. 

T.135S., R. 45 E., 
Secs.'5 to 9, inclusive, secs. 16 to 21, inclu- 
sive, and secs. 29 to 32, inclusive. 
T.145S.,R.43 E., 
Secs. 1, 2, 4, 5,11, and 12. 
T.14S.,R.44E., 

Secs. 1, 2, 5, 6, 12, secs: 15 to 18, inclusive, 
secs. 21 to 29, inclusive, and secs. 33 to 
36, inclusive. 

T.14S.,R.45E., 
Secs. 6 to 9, inclusive, secs. 15, 16, 17, 21, 
* 22, 27, and 31. 


The areas described aggregate approx- 
imately 341,700 acres of public lands. 

4. For a period of 60 days from the 
date of publication of this notice in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER, all persons who wish 
to submit comments, suggestions, or ob- 
jections in connection with the proposed 
classification may present their views in 
writing to the District Manager, Bureau 
of Land Management, Post Office Box 
591, Baker, Oreg. 97814. 

5. A public hearing on the proposed 
classification will be held on April 2, 1968 
at 2 p.m. in the County Courthouse, 
Baker, Oreg. 

ARCHIE D. CraFt, 
State Director. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3626; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


NOTICES 


[OR 1630] 
OREGON 


Notice of Termination of Proposed 
Classification of Public Lands 


MarcH 20, 1968 
The notice of termination appearing 
as F.R. Doc. 67—13936 on pages 16284 and 
16285 of the issue for Wednesday, No- 
vember 29, 1967, is hereby amended as 
follows: 


WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN 


The description for T. 29 S., R. 14 E., 
appearing near the top of column 1 on 
page 16285 is amended to read: 


Sec. 18, S4SW%, and SE%; 
Sec. 15, SW%; 

Sec. 16, S%4; 

Sec. 17, S%4; 

Sec. 18, Si. 


ARCHIE D. CraFT, 
State Director. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3627; Filed, Mar. 26. 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Consumer and Marketing Service 


HUMANELY SLAUGHTERED 
LIVESTOCK 


Identification of Carcasses; Changes 
in Lists of Establishments 


Pursuant to section 4 of the Act of Au- 
gust 27, 1958 (7 U.S.C. 1904), and the 
statement of policy thereunder in 9 CFR 
381.1, the lists (33 F.R. 3146 and 4113) of 
establishments which are operated under 
Federal inspection pursuant to the Fed- 
eral Meat Inspection Act (34 Stat. 1260, 
as amended by Public Law 90-201) and 
which use humane methods of slaughter 
and incidental handling of livestock are 
hereby amended as follows: 

The reference to cattle with respect to 
Austin’s Packing Co., establishment 317 
is deleted. 

The following table lists species at ad- 
ditional establishments and additional 
species at previously listed establish- 
ments that have been reported as being 
slaughtered and handled humanely. 





Name of establishment 


Swift & Co 
Potter Sausage Products, Inc.............. 96 
Hardy Packing Co., Inc 
Yoakum Packing Co., Ltd................ ‘ 
Burlison Packing Co 
New establishments reported: 5, 
Laredo Packing Co 
Cash Bros. Packing Co., Inc 
City Custom Packing Co., Inc 
Oakridge Smokehouse 
eg TTS: 
Sigman Meat Co., Inc. 
Species added: 7. 


Establishment No. | 


Goats | Swine | Horses 


| 
Cattle | Calves 


Sheep | 
casted 





Done at Washington, D.C., this 21st day of March 1968. 


R. K. SoMErs, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Consumer Protection. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3640; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


Business and Defense Services 
Administration 


DUKE UNIVERSITY ET AL. 


Notice of Applications for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Articles 


The following are notices of the receipt 
of applications for duty-free entry of 
scientific articles pursuant to section 
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). 
Interested persons may present their 
views with respect to the question of 
whether an instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value for the pur- 
poses for which the article is intended 
to be used is being manufactured in the 
United States. Such comments must be 
filed in triplicate with the Director, Of- 
fice of Scientific and Technical Equip- 


ment, Business and Defense Services Ad- 
ministration, Washington, D.C. 20230, 
within 20 calendar days after date on 


which this notice of application is pub- 
lished in the FepERAL REGISTER. 

Regulations issued under cited Act, 
published in the February 4, 1967, issue 
of the FrepEerRAL REGISTER, prescribe the 
requirements applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours at 
the Office of Scientific and Technical 
Equipment, Department of Commerce, 
Room 5123, Washington, D.C. 

A copy of each comment filed with 
the Director of the Office of Scientific 
and Technical Equipment must also be 
mailed or delivered to the applicant, 
or its authorized agent, if any, to whose 
application the comment pertains; and 
the comment filed with the Director must 
certify that such copy has been mailed or 
delivered to the applicant. 

Docket No. 68-00432-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: Duke University, Duke University 
Medical Center, Durham, N.C. 27706. 
Article: Electron microscope, Model 
EM6B. Manufacturer: Associated Elec- 
trical Industries, Ltd., United Kingdom. 
Intended use of article: The article will 
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be used for biological research to include 
investigation into the following areas: 
Intestinal absorption of water salt, lipids, 
amino acids, and sugars. Application re- 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
March 7, 1968. 

Docket No. 68-00433-68-46040. Appli- 
cant: The University of Chicago, Ar- 
gonne National Laboratory, 9700 South 
Cass Avenue, Argonne, II]. 60439. Article: 
Electron microscope, Model HU-200E. 
Manufacturer: Hitachi, Ltd., Japan. In- 
tended use of article: The article will be 
used to extend the capabilities of metal- 
lographic equipment that is being used 
for the examination of irradiated fuel 
and cladding material for fuel elements 
for nuclear reactors. Application received 
by Commissioner of Customs: March 7, 
1968. 

Docket No. 68-00434—-88-80045. Appli- 
cant: New York State Department of 
Transportation, Bureau of Soil Mechan- 
ics, 1220 Washington Avenue, Albany, 
N.Y. 12226. Article: Television borehole 
telescope. Manufacturer: Eastman In- 
ternational Co., GMBH, West Germany. 
Intended use of article: The article will 
be used to project an image on a monitor- 
ing screen of the wall of a 3-inch diam- 
eter exploratory drill hole which will 
enable the Engineering Geologist to view 
the characteristics of the earth material 
penetrated by the drill hole and to in- 
terpret them for designing the most 
satisfactory and economical structure. 
Application received by Commission of 
Customs: March 7, 1968. 

Docket No. 68-00435-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: Morphology in Biological Research, 
Inc., 301 South Allen Street, Albany, 
N.Y. 12208. Article: Electron micro- 
scope, Model JEM-T7. Manufacturer: 
Japan Electron Optics Laboratory Co., 
Ltd., Japan. Intended use of article: The 
article will be used by a central teaching 
facility which will allow training of pro- 
fessional and technical personnel in the 
preparation and interpretation of elec- 
tron micrographs of select clinical tis- 
sues. Application received by Commis- 
sioner of Customs: March 7, 1968. 

Docket No. 68-00436-00-46040. Appli- 
cant: University of Wisconsin, 750 Uni- 
versity Avenue, Madison, Wis. 53706. 
Article: Wide-range tilting stage, Model 
HK-3AH. Manufacturer: Hitachi, Ltd., 
Japan. Intended use of article: The ar- 
ticle will be used for extending the use of 
the electron microscope to detailed 
crystallography. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: March 7, 
1968. 

Docket No. 68—00437-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: New York Medical College, De- 
partment of Pathology, Fifth Avenue at 
106th Street, New York, N.Y. 10029. Ar- 
ticle: Electron microscope, Elmiskop IA. 
Manufacturer: Siemens AG, West Ger- 
many. Intended use of article: The ar- 
ticle will be used to study the mechanism 
of collagen and ground substance alter- 
ations in association with immune injury 
and to investigate the mechanism of 
the basement membrane changes in 
diabetes and in glomerulonephritis. Ap- 


NOTICES 


plication received by Commissioner of 
Customs: March 11, 1968. 


CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Director, Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment, Busi- 
ness and Defense Services 
Administration 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3615; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 
ET AL. 


Notice of Applications for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Articles 


The following are notices of the re- 
ceipt of applications for duty-free entry 
of scientific articles pursuant to section 
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). 
Interested persons may present their 
views with respect to the question of 
whether an instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value for the pur- 
poses for which the article is intended to 
be used is being manufactured in the 
United States. Such comments must be 
filed in triplicate with the Director, Of- 
fice of Scientific and Technical Equip- 
ment, Business and Defense Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20230, 
within 20 calendar days after date on 
which this notice of application is pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

Regulations issued under cited Act, 
published in the February 4, 1967, issue 
of the FEepERAL REGISTER, prescribe the 
requirements applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours 
at the Office of Scientific and Technical 
Equipment, Department of Commerce, 
Room 5123, Washington, D.C. 

A copy of each comment filed with the 
Director of the Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment must also be 
mailed or delivered to the applicant, or 
its authorized agent, if any, to whose ap- 
plication the comment pertains; and the 
comment filed with the Director must 
certify that such copy has been mailed 
or delivered to the applicant. 

Docket No. 68—-00394—33-46040. Appli- 
cant: National Institutes of Health, U.S. 
Public Health Service, Post Office Box 
12233, Research Triangle Park, N.C. 
27709. Article: Electron microscope, 
Model EM 300. Manufacturer: Philips 
Electronic Instruments, The Nether- 
lands. Intended use of article: The arti- 
cle will be used to study important 
observations relating to the mutagenic 
effects of environmental chemicals. Ap- 
plication received by Commissioner of 
Customs: March 4, 1968. 

Docket No. 68—00395—98-07800. Appli- 
cant: The University of Texas at Austin, 
Austin, Tex. 78712. Article: Energy stor- 
age capacitor. Manufacturer: Hivotronic, 
Ltd., United Kingdom. Intended use of 
article: The article will be use for scien- 
tific research. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: March 4, 
1968. 
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Docket No. 68-00396—63-73610. Appli- 
cant: University of Hawaii, Department 
of Plant Pathology, 1825 Edmondson 
Road, Honolulu, Hawaii 96822. Article: 
Recording volumetric spore trap. Manu- 
facturer: Burkhard Manufacturing Co., 
Ltd., United Kingdom. Intended use of 
article: The article is to be used in agri- 
cultural crops to collect pathogenic 
spores from the surrounding atmosphere 
for study in relation to plant disease 
epidemiology. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: March 4, 
1968. 

Docket No. 68-00397-00-46040. Appli- 
cant: University of California, San 
Diego, Department of Marine Biology, 
Post Office Box 109, La Jolla, Calif. 92037. 
Article: Electromagnetic shutter with 
exposure meter. Manufacturer: Siemens 
AG, West Germany. Intended use of arti- 
cle: The article will be used for electron 
microscopy and teaching. Application 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
March 4, 1968. 


CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Director, Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment, Busi- 
ness and Defense Services 
Administration. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3616; Filed, Mar. 26, 
8:45 a.m.] 


1968; 


UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 


Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an ap- 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien- 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub- 
lic Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder (32 FR. 
2433 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Scientific and Technical Equipment, 
Department of Commerce, Room 5123, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 68—00350-00-—46040. Appli- 
cant: University of California, 405 Hil- 
gard Avenue, Los Angeles, Calif. 90024. 
Article: Shutter/exposure meter and 
valve with vacuum hose for Siemens 
electron microscope. Manufacturer: Sie- 
mens AG, West Germany. Intended use 
of article: The article will be used to 
measure exact exposure times/device for 
rapid specimen change. Comments: No 
comments have been received with re- 
spect to this application. Decision: Ap- 
plication approved. No instrument or 
apparatus of equivalent scientific value 
to the foreign article, for the purposes for 
which such article is intended to be used, 
is being manufactured in the United 
States. Reasons: The foreign article is an 
accessory that was designed to be used 
with an electron microscope already in 
the possession of the applicant, which 
was also manufactured by Siemens AG 
of West Germany. 
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The Department of Commerce knows 
of no similar accessory being manu- 
factured in the United States, which is 
interchangeable with the foreign article. 


CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Director, Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment, Busi- 
ness and Defense Services 
Administration. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3617; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI ET AL. 


Notice of Applications for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Articles 


The following are notices o1 the receipt 
of applications for duty-free entry of 
scientific articles pursuant to section 
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). 
Interested persons may present their 
views with respect to the question of 
whether an instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value for the pur- 
poses for which the article is intended 
to be used is being manufactured in the 
United States. Such comments must be 
filed in triplicate with the Director, Of- 
fice of Scientific and Technical Equip- 
ment, Business and Defense Services Ad- 
ministration, Washington, D.C. 20230, 
within 20 calendar days after date on 
which this notice of application is pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

Regulations issued under cited Act, 
published in the February 4, 1967, issue 
of the FrepErRAL REGISTER, prescribe the 
requirements applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours at 
the Office of Scientific and Technical 
Equipment, Department of Commerce, 
Room 5123, Washington, D.C. 

A copy of each comment filed with the 
Director of the Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment must also be 
mailed or delivered to the applicant, or 
its authorized agent, if any, to whose ap- 
plication the comment pertains; and the 
comment filed with the Director must 
certify that such copy has been mailed or 
delivered to the applicant. 

Docket No. 68-00429-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: University of Missouri—St. Louis, 
8001 Natural Bridge Road, St. Louis, Mo. 
63121. Article: Electron microscope, 
Model HU-11C. Manufacturer: Hitachi, 
Ltd., Japan. Intended use of article: The 
article will be used to examine ultrathin 
sections of embedded biological materials 
for details of fine structural organiza- 
tion and to instruct advanced students 
in high resolution electron microscopy. 
Application received by Commissioner of 
Customs: March 7, 1968. 

Docket No. 68—-00430-01-00200. Appli- 
cant: State University of New York at 


Albany, 1400 Washington Avenue, Al- 
bany, N.Y. 12203. Article: Uvicord I 
ultraviolet absorptiometer, Model LKB 
8300A. Manufacturer: LKB Produkter 


NOTICES 


AB, Sweden. Intended use of article: The 
article will be used for research in Bio- 
chemistry. Application received by Com- 
missioner of Customs: March 7, 1968. 

Docket No. 68—-00431-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: The University of Michigan, Dental 
Research Institute, Laboratory of Cell 
Biology, 543 Church Street, Ann Arbor, 
Mich. 48104. Article: Electron micro- 
scope, Model JEM-50. Manufacturer: 
Japan Electron Optics Laboratory Co., 
Ltd., Japan. Intended use of article: The 
article will be used in research and re- 
search training of advanced graduate 
students, research associates and faculty 
members of both the School of Dentistry 
and several basic science departments. 
Application received by Commissioner of 
Customs: March 7, 1968. 


CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Director, Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment, Busi- 
ness and Defense_ Services 
Administration. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3618; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


UNIVERSITY OF TENNESSEE ET AL. 


Notice of Applications for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Articles 


The following are notices of the receipt 
of applications for duty-free entry of 
scientific articles pursuant to section 
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). 
Interested persons may present their 
views with respect to the question of 
whether an instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value for the pur- 
poses for which the article is intended 
to be used is being manufactured in the 
United States. Such comments must be 
filed in triplicate with the Director, 
Office of Scientific and Technical Equip- 
ment, Business and Defense Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20230, 
within 20 calendar days after date on 
which this notice of application is pub- 
lished in the FepERAL REGISTER. 

Regulations issued under cited Act, 
published in the February 4, 1967, issue 
of the FEepERAL REGISTER, prescribe the 
requirements applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours at 
the Office of Scientific and Technical 
Equipment, Department of Commerce, 
Room 5123, Washington, D.C. 

A copy of each comment filed with the 
Director of the Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment must also be 
mailed or delivered to the applicant, or 
its authorized agent, if any, to whose 
application the comment pertains; and 
the comment filed with the Director must 
certify that such copy has been mailed 
or delivered to the applicant. 

Docket No. 68—00438-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: The University of Tennessee, 951 
Court Avenue, Memphis, Tenn. 38103. 
Article: Ultramicrotome “Om _ U2.” 
Manufacturer: C. Reichert Optische 


Werke A.G., Austria. Intended use of 
article: The article will be used for sec- 
tioning a variety of biological tissues 
about 600 Angstrom units in thickness 
for electron microscopy. Application re- 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
March 11, 1968. 

Docket No. 68-00439-01-77040. Appli- 
cant: Polytechnic Institute of Brooklyn, 
333 Jay Street, Brooklyn, N.Y. 11201. 
Article: Mass spectrometer, Model 
RMU-6. Manufacturer: Hitachi, Ltd., 
Japan. Intended use of article: The 
article will be used for chemical structure 
work in the fields of organic, polymer 
and inorganic chemistry. Application 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
March 11, 1968. 

Docket No. 68—00440—-01-11000. Ap- 
plicant: Research Triangle Institute, 
Post Office Box 12194, Research Triangle 
Park, N.C. 27709. Article: Mass spectrom- 
eter-gas chromatograph system, Model 
LKB 9000. Manufacturer: LKB Produk- 
ter AB, Sweden. Intended use of article: 
The article will be used for research prob- 
lems as indicated below: 

1. The composition of metabolic prod- 
ucts of drugs which have undergone bio- 
chemical transformation in vitro incuba- 
tion and in vivo using laboratory 
animals. 

2. Metabolic studies using in vitro and 
in vivo techniques will be carried out 
using nontoxic stable isotope labeled 
drugs, which will be prepared in the lab- 
oratory. 

3. The distribution of drugs and their 
metabolic products will be studied. 


Application received by Commissioner of 
Customs: March 13, 1968. 


CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Director, Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment, Busi- 
mess and Defense Services 
Administration. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3619; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Maritime Administration 


U.S. GOVERNMENT-SPONSORED 
COMMODITIES 


Voyage Charter Rate Guidelines 


Effective as of March 27, 1968, the 
Notice of Voyage Charter Rate Guide- 
lines (F.R. Doc. 68-3549) published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER On March 21, 1968 (33 
FR. 4835), is hereby amended by 
deleting the words and figures: 


(4)—$28.46 per ton of cargo carried on 
BXT2(L), T-2J(S), T-2, Sabine, C-5, 
Seafarer, T-2J(L), Aldina, or equivalent 
vessels through 39,999 DWT. 


and inserting in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing words and figures: 


(4) —$30.88 per ton of cargo carried on 
a BXT2(L), T-2J(S), T-2, or equivalent 
vessels; 

(5)—$27.01 per ton of cargo carried on 
a Sabine, C-5, Seafarer, T-2J(L), Aldina, 
or equivalent vessels through 39,999 
DWT. 
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Except as herein provided, said notice 
shall remain in full force and effect. 


Dated: March 26, 1968. 


By order of the Acting Maritime 
Administrator. 


dames S. Dawson, Jr., 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3749; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
11:19 a.m.] 





Office of the Secretary 
[Administrative Order 203-18] 
SURETY BONDS 


Delegation of Authority and 
Reporting Requirements 


The following order was issued by the 
Secretary of Commerce on March 12, 
1968. 

SEcTION 1. Purpose. The purpose of this 
order is to delegate authority and pre- 
scribe reporting requirements for ob- 
taining surety bonds to cover officers and 
employees of the Department under the 
provisions of the Act of August 9, 1955 
(6 U.S.C. 14). 

Sec. 2. Delegation of authority. .01 
Pursuant to the authority vested in the 
Assistant Secretary for Administration 
by Department Order 134, the heads of 
operating units and the Director, Office 
of Budget and Finance for the Office of 
the Secretary, are hereby authorized to 
obtain appropriate surety bonds to cover 
officers and employees of the Department 
who are required by law or administrative 
ruling to be bonded. 

.02 The purchase of bonds pursuant 
to this authority shall be in accordance 
with the applicable regulations promul- 
gated by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and published in 31 CFR Ch. I, Sub- 
chapter A, Part 226 including such 
amendments of these regulations as may 
be issued from time to time, all of which 
are made a part hereof by reference. 

.03 The authority delegated herein 
may be redelegated to such officers or 
employees as the heads of operating 
units and the Director, Office of Budget 
and Finance may designate. 

Sec. 3. Reports. .01 In order to com- 
ply with the reporting requirements of 
the Act of August 9, 1955, and the Treas- 
ury Regulations, each operating unit and 
the Office of Budget and Finance for the 
Office of the Secretary, shall prepare and 
submit to the Director, Office of Budget 
and Finance, not later than August 1 of 
each year, a report of operations under 
the act for the preceding fiscal year. 

.02 The reports prescribed herein 
shall contain the information specified 
in the pertinent regulations of the De- 
partment of the Treasury. 


Effective date: March 12, 1968. 


Davin R. BaLpWIn, 
Assistant Secretary 
for Administration. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3620; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





NOTICES 


[Dept. Order Revocation Notice] 
SURETY BONDS 
Revocation of Authority 


The following revocation notice was 
issued by the Secretary of Commerce on 
March 12, 1968. This material revokes 
the material appearing at 20 F.R. 9164 of 
December 9, 1955. 

Department Order 162, dated January 
1, 1956, is hereby revoked. The authority 
delegated to the Assistant Secretary for 
Administration, by the Secretary, in De- 
partment Order 134 includes authority 
to implement the provisions of the Act 
of August 9, 1955 (6 U.S.C. 14), with re- 
spect to obtaining surety bonds to cover 
officers and employees of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce. 


Effective date: March 12, 1968. 


Davin R. BALDWIN, 
Assistant Secretary 
for Administration. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3621; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


[Docket No. 19737; Order E-26554] 
FLYING TIGER LINE, INC. 


Order of Investigation and Suspen- 


sion Regarding Proposed Increased 
Rates on Jewelry 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 21st day of March 1968. 

By tariff revision’ bearing a posting 
date of February 21, 1968, and marked 
to become effective April 6, 1968, the 
Flying Tiger Line, Inc. (Tiger), proposes 
to establish rates for jewelry (other than 
costume jewelry), pearls, and gems equal 
to 200 percent of its general commodity 
rates. These commodities currently are 
transported under the normal general 
commodity rates. 

Tiger asserts that losses and pilferage 
incurred in transporting the high-valued 
articles involved are critical. The carrier 
also states that added costs are necés- 
sary to provide in-terminal security 
cages and special positioning in the air- 
craft. However, no adequate justification 
has been shown to justify doubling the 
rates on certain commodities. The car- 
rier has presented no factual data indi- 
cating the extent of the additional costs 
or the extent of the losses. 

Upon consideration of all relevant 
matters, the Board finds that Tiger’s pro- 
posal may be. unjust, unreasonable, un- 
justly discriminatory, unduly preferen- 
tial, or unduly prejudicial, or otherwise 
unlawful, and should be suspended pend- 
ing investigation. 


2 Revision to Airline Tariff Publishers, Inc., 
Agent, Tariff CAB No. 8 (Agent J. Aniello 
series). 
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Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a) and 1002 thereof: 

It is ordered, That: 

1. An investigation is instituted to de- 
termine whether the Exception Ratings 
to General Commodity Rates of 200 per- 
cent applicable for “FT”, in Items Nos. 
355, 360, and 365 on 104th and 105th Re- 
vised Pages 204 of Airline Tariff Pub- 
lishers, Inc.’s CAB No. 8 (Agent J. Aniello 
series) , and rules, regulations, and prac- 
tices affecting such ratings, are or will 
be unjust or unreasonable, unjustly dis- 
criminatory, unduly preferential, unduly 
prejudicial, or otherwise unlawful, and if 
found to be unlawful, to determine and 
prescribe the lawful ratings, and rules, 
regulations, or practices affecting such 
ratings; 

2. Pending hearing and decision by the 
Board, the Exception Ratings to General 
Commodity Rates of 200 percent appli- 
cable for “FT”, in Items Nos. 355, 360, 
and 365 on 104th and 105th Revised 
Pages 204 of Airline Tariff Publishers, 
Inc.’s CAB No. 8 (Agent J. Aniello series) , 
are suspended and their use deferred to 
and including July 4, 1968, unless other- 
wise ordered by the Board, and that no 
changes be made therein during the pe- 
riod of suspension except by order or 
special permission of the Board; 

3. The proceeding herein be assigned 
for hearing before an examiner of the 
Board at a time and place hereafter to 
be designated; 

4. Copies of the order shall be filed 
with the tariffs and served upon The 
Flying Tiger Line, Inc., which is hereby 
made a party to this proceeding. 


This order will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 


[SEAL] HAROLD R. SANDERSON, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc, 68-3669; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 


8:48 a.m.] 





[Docket No. 19307] 


SUDFLUG, SUDDEUTSCHE 
FLUGGESELLSCHAFT mbH 


Notice of Reassignment of 
Prehearing Conference 


Notice is hereby given that the pre- 
hearing conference in this proceeding 
that was heretofore scheduled for 
December 28, 1967, and indefinitely post- 
poned at the request of the applicant is 
hereby reassigned to be held on April 2, 
1968, at 10 a.m., local time, in Room 211, 
Universal Building, Connecticut and 
Florida Avenues NW., Washington, D.C., 
before the undersigned examiner. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., March 21, 
1968. 


[SEAL] 


JOSEPH L. FITZMAURICE, 
Hearing Examiner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3670; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:48 a.m] 
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[Docket No. 18141] 


SCANDINAVIAN AIRLINES SYSTEM 
ENFORCEMENT PROCEEDING 


Notice of Postponement of Hearing 


Notice is hereby given that the hear- 
ing in the above-entitled proceeding, now 
assigned to be held March 26, 1968, is 
hereby postponed indefinitely. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., March 22, 
1968. 


[SEAL] RIcHARD A. WALSH, 
Hearing Examiner. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3717; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


[Docket Nos. 17617, 17618; FCC 68M-484] 


ATHENS BROADCASTING CO., INC., 
AND 3 J’s BROADCASTING CO. 


Order Following Prehearing 
Conference 7 

In re applications of Athens Broad- 
casting Co., Inc., Athens, Tenn., Docket 
No. 17617, File No. BPH-5668; John P. 
Frew «nd Julia N. Frew doing business 
as 3 J’s Broadcasting Co., Athens, Tenn., 
Docket No. 17618, File No. BPH-5768; for 
construction permits. 

By Memorandum Opinion and Order 
filed on February 5, 1968, the Review 
Board acted favorably upon a petition 
filed by Athens Broadcasting Co., Inc., 
on October 26, 1967, enlarging the issues 
in this proceeding to include one seeking 
determination of whether the site pro- 
posed by 3 J’s Broadcasting Co. is suit- 
able for its antenna tower. On March 5, 
1968, 3 J’s filed a petition to amend its 
application to specify use of a different 
tower. On March 21, 1968, oral argument 
was held on the latter petition. The peti- 
tion was granted and the amendment 
accepted for filing. 

At the conference which followed the 
oral argument all parties agreed that 
the following procedural steps will be 
taken on the dates specified: 

April 11, 1968: 3 J’s will exchange with 
Athens and the Broadcast Bureau its 
direct written presentation responding 
to the new issue; 

April 15, 1968: All parties will notify 
other parties of the witnesses they desire 
to have produced at hearing; 

April 19, 1968 at 10 a.m.: Hearing. 

It is ordered, That the above schedule 
be effected. 


Issued: March 21, 1968. 
Released: March 22, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CommiIssIONn, 
Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3662; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


NOTICES 


[Docket Nos. 18085-18087; FCC 68-288] 


LUM A. HUMPHRIES AND VINITA 
BROADCASTING CO., INC. 


Order Designating Applications for 
Consolidated Hearing on Stated 
Issues and Notice of Apparent 
Liability 
In re applications of Lum A. Hum- 

phries, trading as Wagoner Radio Co., 

Docket No. 18086, File No. BR-4519; for 

renewal of license of standard broadcast 

station KWLG, Wagoner, Okla.; Vinita 

Broadcasting Co., Inc., Docket No. 18085, 

File No. BR-3059; for renewal of license 

of standard broadcast station KVIN, 

Vinita, Okla.; Vinita Broadcasting Co., 

Inc., Vinita, Okla., Docket No. 18087, File 

No. BPH-5558; requests 100.9 mc, No. 

265, 3 kw, 135 ft., for construction permit. 
1. The Commission has before it for 

consideration: (a) The above-captioned 

applications;* (b) the Commission’s 
field inquiry into the oeprations of Sta- 
tions KWLG and KVIN, and into an ap- 
lication (BP-17161) for a new standard 
broadcast station at Dewey, Okla. (dis- 

missed at applicant’s request on Jan. 22, 

1968); (c) written inquiries from the 

Commission into various aspects of these 

matters and the applicants’ responses 

thereto; (d) a Notice of Apparent Liabil- 
ity for a forfeiture of $5,000, issued Janu- 
ary 25, 1967, to Lum A. Humphries; and 

(e) Lum A. Humphries’ responses to the 

Notice of Apparent Liability. 

2. Information before the Commission 
raises a number of serious questions 
bearing upon whether the above-cap- 
tioned applicants possess the qualifica- 
tions to remain or to be licensees of the 
Commission. In view of these questions, 
the Commission is unable to find that a 
grant of the above-captioned applica- 
tions would serve the public interest, 
convenience, and necessity, and must 
therefore designate the applications for 
hearing. 

3. Gene Humphries, who owns more 
than 99 percent of the stock of Vinita 
Broadcasting Co., Inc., is the son of Lum 
Humphries. Since some of the issues 
herein concern Gene Humphries’ in- 
volvement with the operation of KWLG 
and his participation in an application 
for a construction permit in Dewey, 
Okla., we believe that the orderly dis- 
patch of the Commission’s business would 
be served by having the above-captioned 
applications heard at one time in a con- 
solidated proceeding with all parties 
participating. Miss Lou Broadcasting 
Corporation, FCC 67-698, Image Radio, 
Inc., FCC 68-19. 

4. Accordingly, it is ordered, That pur- 
suant to section 309(e) of the Communi- 
cations Act of 1934, as amended, the 
above-captioned applications are desig- 
nated for hearing in a consolidated pro- 
ceeding to be held at a place and time 


1 By order released Aug. 9, 1967 (B-4452), 
the Commission, by the Chief, Broadcast 
Bureau under delegated authority, stayed 
grant of the Vinita FM application (BPH- 
5558) pending further consideration of is- 
sues raised in a Petition for Reconsideration 
of grant. 


to be specified in a subsequent order, 
upon the following issues: 

(1) To determine whether Lum or 
Gene Humphries in documents filed with 
the Commission, and in responses to 
various Commission inquiries and letters, 
including the Notice of Apparent Liabil- 
ity of January 25, 1967, made misrep- 
resentations to the Commission or were 
lacking in candor. 

(2) To determine the accuracy of five 
balance sheets filed with the Commission 
by Lum Humphries from November 1965 
to January 1968 and whether they con- 
tain misrepresentations. 

(3) To determine whether the licensee 
of KWLG violated §§ 73.120(c), 73.119 
(a), 73.112, 73.93(b), 73.111, and 73.113 
of the Commission’s rules. 

(4) To determine, in light of the evi- 
dence adduced pursuant to the fore- 
going issues, whether any of the appli- 
cants herein is qualified to be a licensee 
or permittee of the Commission. 

(5) To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore- 
going issues, whether a grant of any of 
the applications would serve the public 
interest, convenience, and necessity. 

5. It is further ordered, That the Chief, 
Broadcast Bureau, is directed to serve 
upon each of the applicants within 20 
days of the release of this order a Bill 
of Particulars setting forth the basis for 
adoption of the above hearing issues. 

6. It is further ordered, That the 
Broadcast Bureau proceed with the ini- 
tial presentation of the evidence with 
respect to Issues (1) and (3), and that 
each of the applicants then proceed 
with its evidence and have the burden of 
establishing that each possesses the req- 
uisite qualifications to be a licensee of 
the Commission and that a grant of its 
application would serve the public inter- 
est, convenience, and necessity. 

7. It is further ordered, That if the 
Hearing Examiner shall determine that 
the entire hearing record does not war- 
rant an order denying the application 
for renewal of license for KWLG, he 
shall make findings of fact as to whether 
any willful or repeated violations of the 
Communications Act or the rules there- 
under (as specified above and in the Bill 
of Particulars) have taken place within 
1 year of the issuance ‘of this order 
and, if so, shall recommend to the Com- 
mission whether or not a forfeiture shall 
be issued against the licensee of KWLG 
in the amount of $10,000 or less pursuant 
to section 503(b) of the Communications 
Act. 

8. It is further ordered, That for the 
purposes above stated, this order is to 
be considered as a Notice of Apparent 
Liability to the licensee of KWLG pur- 
suant to section 503(b) (2) of the Com- 
munications Act. 

9. It is further ordered, That, in addi- 
tion to the issues stated above, the Hear- 
ing Examiner shall also admit any evi- 
dence pertinent to the liability of the 
licensee of KWLG for failure to observe 
the terms of his construction permit and 
license as set forth in the Notice of 
Apparent Liability of January 25, 1967. 
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10. It is further ordered, That, in addi- 
tion to any determination by the Hear- 
ing Examiner with respect to the issues 
herein or to the matters set forth in 
paragraph 7 of this order, the Hearing 
Examiner shall also determine whether 
a forfeiture should be imposed upon the 
licensee of KWLG for all or part of the 
$5,000 amount set forth in the Notice 
of Apparent Liability of January 25, 1967. 

11, It is further ordered, That to avail 
itself of the opportunity to be heard, 
each of the applicants herein, pursuant 
to § 1.221 of the Commission’s rules, in 
person or by attorney, shall within 
twenty (20) days of the mailing of this 
order, file with the Commission, in 
triplicate, a written appearance stating 
an intention to appear on the date fixed 
for the hearing and present evidence on 
the issues specified in this order. 

12. It is further ordered, That each 
of the applicants herein shall, pursuant 
to section 311(a) (2) of the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, and 
§ 1.594 of the Commission’s rules, give 
notice of the hearing within the time and 
in the manner prescribed in such rule 
and shall advise the Commission thereof 
as required by § 1.594 of the rules. 


Adopted: March 13, 1968. 
Released: March 22, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISSION,” 


[SEAL] Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3360; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





[Docket Nos. 18072-18074; FCC 68M-485] 


ITT CABLE AND RADIO, INC.—PUERTO 
RICO AND PUERTO RICO COMMU- 
NICATIONS AUTHORITY 


Order Scheduling Hearing 


In re applications of ITT Cable and 
Radio, Inc.—Puerto Rico, Docket No. 
18072, File No. P-C-6811, for an authori- 
zation under section 214 of the Commu- 
nications Act of 1934, as amended, to in- 
stall and operate channelizing equipment 
on a microwave system between San 
Juan and Cayey, P.R.; ITT Cable and 
Radio, Inc——Puerto Rico, Docket No. 
18073, File Nos. 690-C1-P-68, 691-C1-P- 
68, 692-C1-P-68, 693—C1—P-68; for con- 
struction permits to establish new facil- 
ities in the domestic public point-to- 
point microwave radio service between 
San Juan, P.R., and the interface of the 
Cayey, P.R., Earth Station; Puerto Rico 
Communications Authority, Docket No. 
18074, File Nos. 1091-C1-P-68, 1092-C1- 
P-68, 1093-C1-P-68, 4020-C1-P-68; for 
construction permits to establish new 
facilities in the domestic public point-to- 
point microwave radio service between 
San Juan, P.R., and the interface of the 
Cayey, P.R., Earth Station: 


* Commissioner Cox abstaining from vot- 
ing; Commissioner Wadsworth absent, 






NOTICES 





It is ordered, That Charles J. Frederick 
shall serve as Presiding Officer in the 
above-entitled proceeding; that the 
hearings therein shall be convened on 
May 20, 1968, at 10 a.m.; and that a pre- 
hearing conference shall be held on April 
26, 1968, commencing at 9 a.m.; And, it 
is further ordered, That all proceedings 
shall take place in the offices of the Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 


Issued: March 21, 1968. 
Released: March 22, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


CoMMISSION, 
[SEAL] Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3664; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





[Docket Nos. 18079-18084; FCC 68-284] 


RADIO BROADCASTERS, INC. (KFLY- 
FM), AND JAMES L. HUTCHENS 


Order Designating Applications for 
Consolidated Hearing on Stated 
Issues 


In the matters of revocation of li- 
cense of Radio Broadcasters, Inc., Docket 
No. 18079; for standard broadcast sta- 
tion KFLY, Corvallis, Oreg.; revocation 
of construction permit of James L. 
Hutchens, Docket No. 18080; for stand- 
ard broadcast station KPTN, Central 
Point, Oreg.; in re applications of Radio 
Broadcasters, Inc. (KFLY-FM), Docket 
No. 18081; File No. BLH-3380; for li- 
cense to cover construction permit BPH- 
4071 authorizing a new FM station at 
Corvallis, Oreg.; Radio Broadcasters, 
Inc. (KFLY-FM), Docket No. 18082, File 
No. BLH-3854; for license to cover con- 
struction permit BPH-5800 authorizing 
installation of auxiliary transmitter at 
Corvallis, Oreg.; James L. Hutchens, 
Gold Beach, Oreg., Docket No. 18083, File 
No. BP-16848; requests: 1370 ke, 1 kw, 
D, Class III; James L. Hutchens, Central 
Point, Oreg., Docket No. 18084, File No. 
BPH-5979; requests: 99.9 mc, No. 260, 25 
kw, , 287 feet; for construction permits. 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration (1) the outstanding license 
of Radio Broadcasters, Inc., to operate 
Station KFLY at Corvallis, Oreg.; (2) 
the outstanding construction permit of 
James L. Hutchens to construct standard 
broadcast station KPTN at Central 
Point, Oreg.; (3) the above-captioned 
applications for licenses and construc- 
tion permits; and (4) the Commission’s 
inquiry with respect to Radio Broad- 
casters, Inc., and the operations of Sta- 
tions KFLY and KFLY-FM. 

2. Information has come to the atten- 
tion of the Commission which raises the 
following questions: 

(a) Whether a letter received by the 
Commission on October 2, 1967, and 
signed by Janres L. Hutchens, president 
of Radio Broadcasters, Inc., contains 
misrepresentations or is lacking in 
candor. 

(b) Whether statements and/or letters 
received by the Commission on July 14, 
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1966, March 14, 1967, and August 21, 
1967, and signed by James L. Hutchens, 
president of Radio Broadcasters, Inc., 
contain misrepresentations or are lacking 
in candor. 

(c) Whether a sworn statement dated 
May 8, 1967, and received by the Com- 
mission on May 15, 1967, and signed by 
James L. Hutchens contains misrepre- 
sentations or is lacking in candor. 

3. Information relating to the above- 
described questions has come to the at- 
tention of the Commission since the last 
renewal of license of KFLY and since the 
grant of the construction permit for 
KPTN. This information would, if sub- 
stantiated, warrant a refusal to grant a 
license or permit on an original applica- 
tion and raises serious questions, best 
resolved in a hearing, as to whether 
Radio Broadcasters, Inc., and James L. 
Hutchens have the qualifications to be a 
broadcast licensee or permittee respec- 
tively. . 

4. In addition to the above matters, 
Radio Broadcasters, Inc., and James L. 
Hutchens have filed the above-captioned 
applications for licenses and construc- 
tion permits. The evidence to be sub- 
mitted in the hearing on the revocation 
of the license for KFLY and permit for 
KPTN would be pertinent to a determi- 
nation as to whether each of the above- 
captioned applicants possesses the nec- 
essary qualifications to construct and/or 
operate their respective proposals. Be- 
cause of the serious questions raised by 
the Commission’s inquiry with respect to 
Radio Broadcasters, Inc., and the opera- 
tions of KFLY and KFLY-FM, we are 
unable to make the statutory finding that 
a grant of any of the above-captioned 
applications would serve the public inter- 
est, convenience, and necessity. We find, 
therefore, that a hearing on the applica- 
tions is required and that no questions 
exist except as to the matters set forth 
in the issues below. 

5. James L. Hutchens is the president, 
director and 41 percent stockholder of 
Radio Broadcasters, Inc., and signed all 
of the documents set forth in paragraph 
2, above. As an individual, he is also the 
permittee of KPTN, Central Point, Oreg., 
and applicant for the FM facilities at 
Central Point and for the AM facilities 
at Gold Beach. In view of this, we believe 
that the orderly dispatch of the Com- 
mission’s business would be served by 
having all of the above-captioned mat- 
ters heard at one time in a consolidated 
proceeding. Miss Lou Broadcasting 
Corporation, FCC 67-698; Image Radio, 
Inc., FCC 68-15. 

6. Accordingly, it is ordered, That, 
pursuant to the provisions of section 312 
(a) (1) and (2) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, Radio Broad- 
casters, Inc., and James L. Hutchens are 
directed to show cause why an order re- 
voking the license of Station KFLY, 
Corvallis, Oreg., and the construction 
permit of Station KPTN, Central Point, 
Oreg., should not be issued and to appear 
and give evidence with respect to the 
matters raised in paragraph 2 at a hear- 
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ing’ to be held at a place and time to be 
specified in a subsequent order, said time 
in no event to be less than thirty (30) 
days from the receipt of the order. 

7. It is further ordered, That, pursuant 
to section 309(e) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the above- 
captioned applications for licenses and 
construction permits are designated for 
a hearing to be held at a place and time 
to be specified in a subsequent order, 
upon the following issues: 

(1) To determine whether in light of 
the evidence adduced in the hearing for 
revocation of license of KFLY and rev- 
ocation of the construction permit of 
KPTN, any of the applicants herein is 
qualified to be a licensee or permittee 
of the Commission. 

(2) To determine in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the afore- 
mentioned issue, whether a grant of the 
applications would serve the public in- 
terest, convenience, and necessity. 

8. It is further ordered, That the Chief, 
Broadcast Bureau, is directed to serve 
upon Radio Broadcasters, Inc., licensee 
of Station KFLY, and James L. Hutchens, 
permittee of Station KPTN, within 10 
days of the release of this order, a bill of 
particulars regarding the matters re- 
ferred to in paragraph 2 above. 

9. It is further ordered, That to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, each of the parties herein, pur- 
suant to §1.221 of the Commission’s 
rules, in person or by attorney, shall 
within twenty (20) days of the mailing 
of this order, file with the Commission, 
in triplicate, a written appearance stat- 
ing an intention to appear on the date 
fixed for the hearing and present evi- 
dence on the issues specified in this order. 

10. It is further ordered, That, with 
respect to his applications (BP-16848 
and BPH-5979), James L. Hutchens 
shall, pursuant to section 311(a) (2) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and § 1.594 of the Commis- 
sion’s rules, give notice of the hearing 
within the time and in the manner pre- 


1 Section 1.91(c) of the Commission’s rules 
provides that respondent in order to avail 
itself of the opportunity to be heard, shall, 
in person or by its attorney, file with the 
Commission within 30 days of the receipt of 
the order to show cause a written appearance 
stating that it will appear at the hearing 
and present evidence on the matters specified 
in the order. If respondent fails to file an ap- 
pearance within the time specified, the right 
to a hearing shall be deemed to have been 
waived. See §1.92(a) of the Commission’s 
rules. Where a hearing is waived, a written 
statement in mitigation or justification may 
be submitted within 30 days of the receipt of 
the order to show cause. See § 1.92(b) of the 
Commission’s rules. In the event the right 
to a hearing is waived, the presiding officer 
(or the Chief Hearing Examiner if no pre- 
siding officer has been designated) will ter- 
minate the hearing proceeding and certify 
the case to the Commission. Thereupon the 
matter will be determined by the Commission 
in the regular course of business and an 
appropriate order will be entered. See §1.92 
(c) and (d) of the Commission’s rules. 


NOTICES 


scribed in such rule and shall advise the 
Commission thereof as required by 
§ 1.594 of the rules. 

11. It is further ordered, That the pro- 
ceeding for revocation of the license of 
Station KFLY and the construction per- 
mit of KPTN, and the hearing regarding 
the above-captioned applications for 
licenses and construction permits, be 
consolidated in a joint proceeding. 

12. It is further ordered, That the bur- 
den of proceeding with the introduction 
of evidence and the burden of proof shall 
be upon the Commission with respect to 
that portion of the proceeding relating 
to the revocation of license of KFLY and 
of the construction permit of KPTN. 
With respect to that portion of the pro- 
ceeding relating to the applications, the 
burden of proof will reside as provided 
by section 309(e) of the Act. 

13. It is further ordered, That in view 
of the actions taken herein, consideration 
of the application for mitigation of for- 
feiture filed August 21, 1967, and supple- 
mented by a letter filed October 9, 1967, 
is held in abeyance, except for the mat- 
ters referred to in the bill of particulars 
involving possible misrepresentations 
contained in the application for mitiga- 
tion. 

14. It is further ordered, That the 
Secretary of the Commission send copies 
of this order, by Certified Mail—Re- 
turn Receipt Requested, to the above- 
captioned licensee, permittees, and 
applicants. 


Adopted: March 13, 1968. 
Released: March 22, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISSION,’ 
Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3661; Filed, Mar. 26, 
8:47 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


1968; 


[Docket Nos. 17446-17448; FCC 68M-487] 


ST. ANTHONY TELEVISION CORP. 
(KHMA-TV) AND DELTA TELERADIO 
CORP. 


Order Scheduling Further Prehearing 
Conference 

In re applications of St. Anthony Tele- 
vision Corp. (KHMA-TV), Houma, La., 
Docket No. 17446, File No. BMPCT-6125; 
for extension of time within which to 
construct; St. Anthony Television Corp. 
(KHMA-TV), Houma, La., Docket No. 
17467, File No. BMPCT-6196; for modifi- 
cation of construction permit; St. 
Anthony Television Corp. (KHMA-TV) 
(Assignor) and Delta Teleradio Corp. 
(Assignee), Panama City, Fla., Docket 
No. 17448, File No. BAPCT-375; for as- 
signment of construction permit. 

On the Examiner’s own motion: 


It is ordered, That a further prehear- 
ing conference in the above-entitled mat- 


2 Commissioner Wadsworth absent. 


ter shall be scheduled for April 5, 1968, 
at 9:30 a.m. 


Issued: March 21, 1968. 
Released: March 22, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION, 
BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3665; Filed, Mar. 26, 
8:48 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


1968; 


[Docket Nos. 18075-18078; FCC 68M-486] 


SOUTHERN MINNESOTA SUPPLY CO. 
(KYSM) ET AL. 


Order Scheduling Hearing 


In re applications of F. B. Clements 
& Co., a copartnership composed of F. 
Braden Clements, Clara D. Clements, 
Durant F. Clements, Charles R. Butler, 
Individually and as Trustee, James F. 
Madden, Charles C. Butler and Clare M. 
Genz doing business as Southern 
Minnesota Supply Co. (KYSM), Man- 
kato, Minn., Docket No. 18075, File No. 
BP-13346; Progress Valley Broadcasters, 
Inc. (KSMM), Shakopee, Minn., Docket 
No. 18076, File No. BP-16712; Wisconsin 
Radio, Inc., River Falls, Wis., Docket No. 
18077, File No. BP-17081; Edwin B. 
Darby and Richard H. Darby, doing busi- 
ness as The Waseca-Owatonna Broad- 
casting Co., Waseca, Minn., Docket No. 
18078, File No. BP-17088; for construc- 
tion permits: 

It is ordered, That Isadore A. Honig 
shall serve as Presiding Officer in the 
above-entitled proceeding; that the 
hearings therein shall be convened on 
June 12, 1968, at 10 a.m.; and that a 
prehearing conference shall be held on 
May 2, 1968, commencing at 9 a.m.: 
And, it is further ordered, That all 
proceedings shall take place in the offices 
of the Commission, Washington, D.C. 


Issued: March 21, 1968. 
Released: March 22, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
ComMISSION, 
Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3666; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


[Docket No. 18101; FCC 68-316] 
WBBM-TV 


Order Instituting Inquiry and 
Investigation 


In the matter of inquiry into WBBM- 
TV’s broadcast on November 1 and 2, 
1967, of a report on a marijuana party, 
Docket No. 18101. 


It appearing, that allegations have 
been made that officials or employees of 
the Columbia Broadcasting System, Inc., 
licensee of Station WBBM-TV, Chicago, 
Tll., participated in arranging for, or at 
least encouraged or induced, a group of 
Northwestern University students to 
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smoke marijuana, in violation of law, in 
order that the station might film such 
actions for broadcast purposes; and 

It further appearing, that although 
officials and employees of the licensee 
have denied these allegations, state- 
ments of contrary import by other per- 
sons in a position to know the facts have 
come to the attention of the Commission; 
and 

It further appearing, that questions of 
fact exist as to whether officials or em- 
ployees of the licensee participated in 
the planning or arranging of the mari- 
juana party in question, or encouraged 
or induced others to do so, and that such 
serious questions as to the licensee’s con- 
duct in the operation of WBBM-TV 
would best be resolved in an investigatory 
proceeding: 

Now, therefore, it is ordered, That in 
light of the above and on the Commis- 
sion’s own motion pursuant to the au- 
thority provided in sections 403 and 
409(e) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, an inquiry and in- 
vestigatory proceeding be instituted, and 
inquiry be made into the actions and 
representations of the licensee and its 
employees in connection with the plan- 
ning, production, filming, and broadcast 
(on November 1 and 2, 1967) of a report 
on a marijuana party which reportedly 
took place on the Northwestern Uni- 
versity campus. 

It is further ordered, Pursuant to sec- 
tion 5(d) (1) of the Communications Act, 
.that for the purposes of this inquiry the 
Chief Hearing Examiner of the Commis- 
sion (or a Hearing Examiner designated 
by him) is hereby designated to preside 
at portions of our inquiry to be held in 
such places as are deemed necessary for 
the further conduct of the inquiry, and 
is authorized and empowered where nec- 
essary to administer oaths and affirma- 
tions, subpoena witnesses, compel their 
attendance, take evidence, require by 
subpoena the production of books, 
papers, correspondence, memoranda, and 
other records deemed relevant to the 
inquiry, and to perform other duties in 
connection therewith as authorized by 
law. He is specifically authorized to re- 
quire witnesses to testify and produce 
evidence under authority of, and in the 
manner provided for in, section 409(1) of 
the Communications Act, when requested 
to do so by Commission counsel. 

It is further ordered, That the sub- 
poena powers delegated to the Chief 
Hearing Examiner by this order shall be 
exercised in accordance with §§ 1.331- 
1.340 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations. Motions to quash or limit 
the subpoena should be directed to the 
Chief Hearing Examiner (or a Hearing 
Examiner designated by him) in accord- 
ance with § 1.334 of the rules and regula- 
tions. Applications for review of the 
Chief Hearing Examiner’s rulings on such 
motions may be filed with the Commis- 
sion within ten (10) days after the is- 
suance by the Chief Hearing Examiner of 
such rulings. 

It is further ordered, That the provi- 
sions of § 1.27 of the Commission’s rules 
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and regulations shall apply and govern 
with respect to the production by wit- 
nesses of oral and documentary evidence 
under subpoena issued hereunder. 

It is further ordered, That the inquiry 
shall be a public proceeding, but that the 
Examiner, in his discretion, may order 
the public excluded from portions of the 
hearing if he determines that the public 
interest will be served thereby. 

It is further ordered, That upon con- 
clusion of the inquiry ordered herein, the 
Chief Hearing Examiner shall certify the 
record to the Commission for appropriate 
action. 


Adopted: March 20, 1968. 
Released: March 22, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CommMIssIOoN,* 


Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3659; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


[Docket No. 17976; FCC 68M-481] 
WEST MICHIGAN TELECASTERS, INC. 


Order Regarding Procedural Dates 


In the matter of West Michigan Tele- 
casters, Inc., Battle Creek, Mich., Docket 
No. 17976, File No. BPTT-1337; for con- 
struction permit for UHF television 
broadcast translator station. 


The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration the informal request for 
change of procedural: dates filed on 
March 18, 1968, by West Michigan Tele- 
casters, Inc.; 

It appearing, that all parties have con- 
sented to immediate consideration and 
grant of the said request and good cause 
is shown for a grant thereof: 

It is ordered, That the said request is 
granted and that: 

1. The date for exchange of written 
exhibits to be offered in the affirmative 
presentations and for designation of wit- 
nesses and their areas of testimony is ex- 
tended from April 2, 1968, to May 6, 1968; 

2. The date for giving notification of 
witnesses desired for cross-examination 
is extended from April 10, 1968, to May 
14, 1968; 

3. The hearing presently scheduled for 
May 6, 1968, is continued to May 20, 
1968, commencing at 10 a.m. in the of- 
fices of the Commission at Washington, 
D.C. 


Issued: March 20, 1968. 
Released: March 22, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISSION, 
Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3663; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


1 Dissenting statements of Commissioners 
Hyde, Chairman; and Bartley and concur- 
ring statement of Commissioner Cox in which 
Commissioner Lee joins filed as part of the 
original document. 


5059 


COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 
ALABAMA 


Notice of Hearing 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Civil Rights Act of 1957, 
71 Stat. 634, as amended, that a public 
hearing of the U.S. Commission on Civil 
Rights will commence on April 27, 1968, 
and that an executive session, if appro- 
priate, will be convened on April 27, 1968, 
to be held at Maxwell Air Force Base, 
Montgomery, Ala., to collect information 
concerning legal developments consti- 
tuting a denial of equal protection of the 
laws under the Constitution because of 
race, color, religion, or national origin 
which affect the economic security of 
persons residing in the counties of 
Autauga, Barbour, Bullock, Butler, Choc- 
taw, Clarke, Dallas, Greene, Hale, 
Lowndes, Macon, Marengo, Monroe, 
Perry, Sumter, and Wilcox and in the 
State of Alabama; to appraise the laws 
and policies of the Federal Government 
with respect to denials of equal protec- 
tion of the laws under the Constitution 
because of race, color, religion, or na- 
tional origin as these affect the economic 
security of persons in the counties above 
and in the State of Alabama, and to 
disseminate information with respect to 
denials of equal protection of the laws be- 
cause of race, color, religion, or national 


origin in the State of Alabama in the 


fields of voting, housing, employment, 
public facilities, education, administra- 
tion of justice, and related areas. 
Dated at Washington, D.C., March 27, 
1968. 
JOHN A. HANNAH, 
Chairman. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3643; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


ROVER SHOE CO. 


Order Suspending Trading 
MarkcHu 21, 1968. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Rover Shoe Co., Bushnell, Fla., 
and stock purchase warrants of Rover 
Shoe Co. being traded otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the pro- 
tection of investors: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15 
(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period 
March 22, 1968, through March 31, 1968, 
both dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] OrvaL L. DuBors, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3629; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 am.]} 
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


[Docket No. G-3072, etc.] 
HUMBLE OIL & REFINING CO. ET AL. 


Notice of Applications for Certificates, 
Abandonment of Service and Peti- 
tions To Amend Certificates * 


Marcu 19, 1968. 


Take notice that each of the Appli- 
cants listed herein has filed an applica- 
tion or petition pursuant to section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
sell natural gas in interstate commerce or 
to abandon service heretofore authorized 
as described herein, all as more fully 
described in the respective applications 
and amendments which are on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
ance with the rules of practice and pro- 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before 
April 12, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed- 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com- 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on all ap- 
plications in which no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re- 
quired herein if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter believes that a 
grant of the certificates or the authoriza- 
tion for the proposed abandonment is 
required by the public convenience and 
necessity. Where a protest or petition for 
leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
where the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is re- 
quired, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given: Provided, however, 
That pursuant to § 2.56, Part 2, State- 
ment of General Policy and Interpreta- 
tions, Chapter I of Title 18 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations, as amended, all 
permanent certificates of public con- 
venience and necessity granting applica- 
tions, filed after July 1, 1967, without 
further notice, will contain a condition 
precluding any filing of an increased rate 
at a price in excess of that designated for 
the particular area of production for the 
period prescribed therein unless at the 
time of filing of protests or petitions to 
intervene the Applicant indicates in 
writing that it is unwilling to accept such 
a condition. In the event Applicant is 
unwilling to accept such condition the 
application will be set for formal hearing. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


GorDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 
1This notice does not provide for. con- 


solidation for hearing of the several matters 
covered herein, nor should it be so construed. 


Docket No. 
and 


date filed 


G-O78.....2.24:- 


D 3-11-68 


D 3-11-68 


G-16137___- 
D 2-8-68 * 


CI61-15__..... 
E 3-8-68 


CI61-1170 
C 3-11-68 


CI165-80 

C 3-12-68 
CI165-229 

D 3-8-68 


C166-301- -- 
C 1-17-68 


CI67-293 

D 3-7-68 5 
C167-374 

C 3-7-68 
CI67-676- 

C 3-11-68 


CI67-778 
E 3-7-68 


CI68-162.......- 


E 3-7-68 


(G-14131) 
F 1-11-68 


CI68-1075....... | 


B 3-4-8 


CI68-1076 
A 3-5-68 


CI68-1077 
(G-19450) 
F 3-6-8 


CI68-1078 
B 3-668 
CI68-1079_.....- 
B 34-68 


(G-4899) 
F 3-5-8 


| Frio-Tex Oil & Gas Co. (Oper- 


Apache Corp. (Operator) et al., 


Mareve Oil Corp. (successor to 


| Kewanee Oil Corp.,!2 Post Office | 


| William Herbert Hunt Trust 
| Texaco, Inc 


| Petroleum, Inc., 300 West 





NOTICES 


Applicant 


Humble Oil & Refining Co., 
Post Office Box 2180, Houston, 
Tex. 77001. 


| Foster T Corp. (successor to 


T. Jack Foster), Post Office 
Box 4100, Foster City, 
Calif. 94404. 

Texaco, Inc. (Operator) et al., 
Post Office Box 52332, Hous- 
ton, Tex. 77052. 

Perry R. Bass (Operator) et al., 
c/o Roy T. Durst, Fort Worth 
National Bank Bldg., Fort | 
Worth, Tex. 76102. 

Union Oil Co. of California 
(Operator) et al., Union Oil 
Center, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90017. 

CRA, Ince. (successor to Caska 
Corp., Operator), c/o Carlyle 
W. Urban, attorney, 606 
Houston First Savings Bldg., 
Houston, Tex. 77002. 

Glen W. Roberts, Elizabeth, 
W. Va. 26143. 


J. C. Baker & Son, Inc., Gassa- | 
way, W. Va. 26624. 


| 
| Horizon Oil & Gas Co. of 


Texas (Operator) et al., 1216 
Hartford Bldg., Dallas, Tex. 
75201 (partial abandonment). | 
ator) et al.,’? Alamo National | 
Bldg., San Antonio, Tex. | 
78205. | 

| 

| 


| Humble Oil & Refining Co., 


Post Office Box 2180, Hous- 
ton, Tex. 77001. 

Gulf Oil Corp., Post Office Box 
1589, Tulsa, Okla. 74102. 


823 South Detroit, Tulsa, 
Okla. 74120. 


Joseph S. Gruss), Post Office 
Box 471, Spencer, W. Va. 


Box 2039, Tulsa, Okla. 74101. 


Chambers & Kennedy (succes- 
sor to Phillips Petroleum 
Co), 607 Midland National 
Bank Bldg., Midland, Tex. 
79701. 

Sun Oil Co. (Gulf Coast Divi- 
sion), 1608 Walnut St., Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 19103. 

D. A. Biglane et al., Fry Bldg., | 
Natchez, Miss. 39120. | 


Mareve Oil Corp., Post Office 
Box 471, Spencer, W. Va. 
25276. 


Estate (Operator) et al. (suc- 
cessor to Union Producing 
Co.), 1401 Elm S8t., Dallas, 
Tex. 75202. 


B-& M Construction Corp., 
Post Office Box 12444, Okla- 
homa City, Okla. 73112. 


Douglas, Wichita, Kans. 
67202. 

Atlantic Richfield Co. (succes- 
sor to Pan American Petro- 
leum Corp.), Post Office Box 
2819, Dallas, Tex. 75221. 

J. C. Trahan, Drilling Con- 
tractor, Inc., et al., 2625 Line 
Ave., Shreveport, La. 71104. 

Kerr-McGee es Kerr- 
McGee Bidg., Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73102. 





Filing code: A—Initial service. 
B—Abandonment. 
C—Amendment to add acreage. 
D—Amendment to delete acreage. 
E—Succession. 

F—Partial succession. 


See footnotes at end of table. 


Purchaser, field, and location 


Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a 
in Duval County, Tex. 

E] Paso Natural Gas Co., Pictured- 
Cliffs Formation, Rio Arriba 
County, N. Mex. 


Cities Service Gas Co., Northeast 
Waynoka Field, Woods County, 
Okla. 

Transwestern Pipeline Co., acreage 
in Reeves County, Tex. 


| El Paso Natural Gas Co., Spraberry 


Field, Midland County, Tex. 


Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., Quit- 
man Field, Wood County, Tex. 


| Consolidated Gas Supply Corp., 


Burning Springs District, Wirt 
County, W. Va. 

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp., 
Salt Lick District, Braxton Coun- 
ty, W. Va. 

Baca Gas Gathering System, Inc., 
Flank and unnamed Fields, Baca 
County, Colo. 


Northern Natural Gas Co., Ozona 
Area, Crockett County, Tex. 


Colorado Interstate Gas Co., Desert 
Springs Area, Sweetwater Coun- 
ty, Wyo. 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., 
Northwest Tangier and South 
Peek Fields, Woodward and Ellis 
Counties, Okla. 


| Northern Natural Gas Co., North 


Chaney Field, Ellis County, Okla. 


| United Fuel Gas Co., Walton Dis- 


trict, Roane County, W. Va. 


United Fuel Gas Co., Blue Creek 
Field, Kanawha County, W. Va. 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of Amer- 
ica, Lockridge Field, Ward Coun- 
ty, Tex. 

Northern Natural Gas Co., Kermit 
and South Kermit Fields, Winkler 
County, Tex. 


Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., 
Creole Field, West Cameron Area, 
Offshore Louisiana. 

United Gas Pipe Line Co., Pistol 
Ridge Field, Pearl River County, 
Miss. 

United Fuel Gas Co., acreage in 
Kanawha County, W. Va. 


Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., Col- 
quitt Field, Claiborne Parish, La. 


| Trunkline Gas Co., South Tomball 


Field, Harris County, Tex. 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., Pictured- 
Cliffs Formation, Rio Arriba 
County, N. Mex. 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co., Vilas 
Field Area, Baca County, Colo. 


United Gas Pipe Line Co., West 
Mustang Island Field (Corpus 
Christi Bay Area) Nueces Coun- 
ty, Tex. 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., Mans- 
field Field, Logan and Scott 
Counties, Ark. 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corp., Ship Shoal Block 233, 
Offshore Loulstona, Gulf of 
Mexico. 
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Price per Mef 


es: | Uneconomical 
division of Tenneco, Inc., acreage | 


11.0 


(1) 


Assigned 


$17, 2295 


13. 2727 


21, 25 
Depleted 
25.0 


8 13, 903 


Depleted 
(4) 


0 14.6 


15.0 





Pres- 
sure 
* base 





Docket No. 
an Applicant 
date filed 


CI168-1085 | Cabot Corp., Post Office Box 


A 3-7-68 


Purchaser, field, and location 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe 
1101, Pampa, Tex. 79065. Co 


NOTICES 


Price per Mcf 


Line 
., Ship Shoal Block 230 Field, 


21. 25 


Offshore Louisiana, Gulf of 


C168-1086 
A 3-7-8 

CI68-1087 
A 3-7-6 


Kerr-McGee Corp 
Cabot Corp 


CI68-1088 


| A. A. Pursley, Box 51, Leroy, 
B 3-8-68 w.v 


a. 25252. 


CI68-1089 Coastal States Gas Producing 

A 3-7-8 Co., Post Office Box 521, 
Corpus Christi, Tex. 78403. 

C168-1090_......| Aikman Bros. Corp., 706 Bank 

A 3-11-68 of the Southwest Bldg., 
Amarillo, Tex. 79109. 

CI68-1091 | The Superior Oil Co., Post 
A 3-8-8 Office Box 1521, Houston, 
Tex. 77001. 

Bower, Hall, and Wetzel, c/o 
Olin B. Wetzel, agent, Box 44, 
West Union, W. Va. 26456. 

Southwestern Natural Gas, 
Inc., Suite 2018, National 
Bank of Commerce Bldg., 
San Antonio, Tex. 78205. 

CI68-1094_......| Jack E. Webber, Route No. 4, 
A3-11-68 West Union, W. Va. 26456. 


CI68—-1095 
A 3-12-68 


B 3-11-68 


CI68-1093 
A 3-11-68 





Felmont Oil Corp., 285 Madison 
Ave., New York, N.Y. 10017. 


Essex Royalty Corp., 285 Madi- | 
son Ave., New York, N.Y. 
10017. 

Robert K. Kistler et al. d.b.a. 
Wyckoff Development Co., 
1500 South Atherton St., 
State College, Pa. 16801. 

Pubco Petroleum Corp., Post 
Office Box 869, Albuquerque, 
N. Mex. 87103. 

Felmont Oil Corp 


CI68-1097 
A 3-12-68 


CI68-1098 
A 3-11-68 


CI168-1099_...... 
A 3-13-68 


CI68-1100 


The Superior Oil Co...-..--.--. 
A 3-12-68 





| 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corp., 
Offshore 
Mexico. 

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp., | Uneconomical 
Center District, Gilmer County, 

1. Va. 

South Texas Natural Gas Gathering 
Co., 
Caleasieu Parish, La. 

Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., 
Laverne Field, Beaver County, 
Okla. 

Trunkline Gas Co., Twin Island | 
Field Area, Cameron Parish, La. 


Consolidated Gas Supply Corp., | 
Freemans Creek District, Lewis 
County, W. Va. 

Diamond Shamrock Corp., Farns- 
worth 
Field, Ochiltree County, Tex. 


Equitable Gas Co., West Union 
District, 
W. Va. 

Transcontinental 
Corp., Ship Shoal Block 230 Field, 
Offshore 


The Sylvania Corp., Wyckoff Field, 
Steuben County, N.Y. 


Ship Shoal Block 233, 


uisiana, Gulf of 


18.0 


South Manchester Field, 


17.0 


21. 25 


(Lower Morrow 8700’) | 


Doddridge County, 
Gas Pipe Line 


Louisiana, Gulf of 





Southern Natural Gas Co., Bayou 
Gentilly 
Parish, La. 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corp., 8 
shore Louisiana, Gulf of Mexico. 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a divi- 
sion of Tenneco, Inc., Southwest 
Lake Arthur Field, Cameron and 
Vermilion Parishes, La. 

| Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., 

Creole Field, West Cameron Area, 

Offshore Louisiana. 


Field, Plaquemines 


ship Shoal Block 233, Off- 





1 Buyer is unable to economically justify connection of well. 


2 Deletes acreage assigned to Mobil Oil Corp. 


? Amendment to certificate filed to cover interest of co-owner. 


4 Rate in effect subject to refund in Docket No. RI61-27. 


§ Includes 2 cents per Mef gathering and transportation charge. 

* Gas has never been delivered from subject leases and leases are terminated. 

7 By letter filed Mar. 7, 1968, Applicant agreed to accept permanent authorization containing conditions similar 
to those imposed by Opinion No. 468, as modified by Opinion No. 468-A. 


* Deletes acreage assigned to Spelman Prentice et al. 


» Includes 0.986-cent upward B.t.u. adjustment. Subject to upward and downward B.t.u. adjustment. 


#” Subject to upward and downward B.t.u. adjustment. 


11 Includes 2 cents per Mcf gathering charge. 


4 By letter filed Feb. 19, 1968, Applicant agreed to accept permanent certificate containing conditions similar 
to those imposed by Opinion No. 468, as modified by Opinion No. 468-A. 


8 Includes 1.333 cents per Mef tax reimbursement. 
44 Seller’s interest in acreage sold to Purchaser. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3623; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 8:45 am.] 


[Docket No. RI64-807] 


R. H. HOLLAND AND WEST 
PETROLEUM CO. 


Order Redesignating Proceeding and 
Discharging Predecessor’s Refund 
Obligation 


MakcH 20, 1968. 

By order issued January 5, 1968, West 
Petroleum Co. (West) was made a suc- 
cessor co-respondent in this proceeding 
and required to file an agreement and 
undertaking in Docket No. RI64—807 to 
assure refund of any amounts collected 
by it which may be determined excessive. 

Respondents Holland and West on 
January 29, 1968, filed a joint motion in 


this proceeding requesting that Holland 
be discharged as a respondent herein 
since West’s concurrently filed agree- 
ment and undertaking assures refund of 
all excess charges collected as of the date 
the increased rate became effective sub- 
ject to refund in Docket No. RI64-807, 
that Holland’s indemnified refund as- 
surance, namely an agreement and un- 
dertaking filed herein on November 12, 
1964 by Union Oil Company of California, 
be discharged, and that West’s said 
agreement be accepted for filing. As the 
successor-in-interest to the subject sale 
has assumed the total refund obligation 
in this proceeding, good cause exists for 


granting respondents’ motion as herein- 
after provided. 
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The Commission orders: 

(A) The proceeding in Docket No. 
RI64-807 is redesignated as West Pe- 
troleum Co. 

(B) West Petroleum Co.’s agreement 
and undertaking filed herein on Janu- 
ary 29, 1968 is accepted for filing. 

(C) The agreement and undertaking 
filed on November 12, 1964, in Docket No. 
RI64-807 by Union Oil Company of Cali- 
fornia is discharged. 


By the Commission. 


GORDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3622; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 


MID-WIS BANKSHARES, INC. 


Order Approving Application Under 
Bank Holding Company Act 


In the matter of the application of 
Mid-Wis Bankshares, Inc., Madison, 
Wis., for approval of action to become a 
bank holding company through the ac- 
quisition of 80 percent or more of the 
voting shares of Madison Bank & Trust 
Co. and The Westgate Bank, both of 
Madison, Wis. 

There has come before the Board of 
Governors, pursuant to section 3(a) (1) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act of 
1956 (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)), and § 222.4 
(a) (1) of Federal Reserve Regulation Y 
(12 CFR 222.4(a) (1)), and application by 
Mid-Wis Bankshares, Inc., Madison, Wis., 
for the Board’s prior approval of action 
whereby Applicant would become a bank 
holding company through the acquisi- 
tion of 80 percent or more of the voting 
shares of Madison Bank & Trust Co. and 
of The Westgate Bank, both in Madison, 
Wis. 

As required by section 3(b) of the 
Act, the Board gave written notice to 
the Commisioner of Banking for the 
State of Wisconsin of receipt of the ap- 
plication and requested his views and 
recommendation. He recommended ap- 
proval of the application. 

Notice of receipt of the application was 
published in the Feperat REGISTER on 
October 12, 1967 (32 F.R. 14166), provid- 
ing an opportunity for interested persons 
to submit comments and views with re- 
spect to the proposed transaction. A 
copy of the application was forwarded 
to the Department of Justice for its con- 
sideration. Time for filing comments and 
views has expired and all those received 
have been considered by the Board. 

It is hereby ordered, For the reasons 
set forth in the Board’s Statement' of 
this date, that said application be and 
hereby is approved: Provided, That the 
acquisition so approved shall not be con- 
summated (a) before the 30th calendar 


[SEAL] 


1Piled as part of the original document. 
Copies available upon request to the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, or to the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Chicago. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 60-—WEDNESDAY, MARCH 27, 1968 





5062 


day following the date of this order or 
(b) later than 3 months after the date of 
the order, unless such period is extended 
for good cause by the Board or by the 
Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago pur- 
suant to delegated authority. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., this 20th 
day of March 1968. 


By order of the Board of Governors.’ 


[SEAL] ROBERT P. FORRESTAL, 
Assistant Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3624; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


TARIFF COMMISSION 


WATCHES AND WATCH MOVEMENTS 
FROM INSULAR POSSESSIONS 


Determination of Apparent U.S. Con- 
sumption of Watch Movements in 
1967 and of Quotas for Duty-Free 
Entry in 1968 


In accordance with headnote 6(c) of 
schedule 7, part 2, subpart E, of the 
Tariff Schedules of the United States 
(TSUS), the Tariff Commission has de- 
termined that the apparent U.S. con- 
sumption of watch movements for the 
calendar year 1967 was 43,294,000 units, 
and that the number of watches and 
watch movements, the product of the 
Virgin Islands, Guam, and American 
Samoa, which may be entered free of 
duty during the calendar year 1968 under 
headnote 6(b) of said subpart E of the 
TSUS is as follows: 

Units 


By direction of the Commission. 
[SEAL] Donn N. BENT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3644; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR 
RELIEF 


MarcH 22, 1968. 

Protests to the granting of an applica- 
tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rule 1100.40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed 
within 15 days from the date of publica- 
tion of this notice in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. 


LONG-AND-SHORT HAUL 
FSA No. 41265—Chlorine from Mem- 


phis, Tenn., to East St. Louis, Ill. Filed 
by O. W. South, Jr., agent (No. A5091), 


2 Voting for this action: Chairman Martin 
and Governors Robertson, Mitchell, and 
Sherrill. Absent and not voting: Governors 
Daane, Maisel, and Brimmer, 


NOTICES 


for interested rail carriers. Rates on 
chlorine, in tank carloads, from Mem- 
phis, Tenn., to East St. Louis, Il. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi- 
tion. 

Tariff—Supplement 192 to Southern 
Freight Association, agent, tariff ICC 
S-272. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] H. Net GARSON, 

Secretary. 


68-3645; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 


[No. 34875] 
PACIFIC INLAND TERRITORY 
Increased Rates and Charges 


It appearing, that by order dated Jan- 
uary 9, 1968, the Commission directed the 
respondents to prepare and serve on all 
parties of record on or before April 1, 
1968, certain detailed information and 
verified material as fully set forth in said 
order; 

It further appearing, that the order 
dated January 9, 1968, provided for any- 
one desiring to become a party of record 
to receive copies of respondents’ verified 
material must notify the Commission, in 
writing, on or before March 11, 1968, 
after which a service list of all parties 
of record would be prepared and served 
by the Commission; 

It further appearing, that the above- 
entitled proceeding was referred to a 
hearing examiner to be later designated 
for hearing commencing on May 6, 1968, 
in Portland, Oreg., and for the recom- 
mendation of an appropriate order 
thereon, accompanied by the reasons 
therefor; 

And it further appearing, that the 
respondents on March 14, 1968, filed a 
request to extend the time for filing and 
serving their verified material due April 
1, to April 22, 1968, and upon considera- 
tion of the record in the above-entitled 
proceeding, said request should be 
granted; and for good cause showing: 

It is ordered, That the date for re- 
spondents to file and serve their verified 
material as required by the Commission’s 
order dated January 9, 1968, be, and it 
is hereby, extended from April 1, to 
April 22, 1968, and that a service list of 
all parties of record is set forth below as 
appendix A. 

It is further ordered, That the above- 
entitled proceeding be, and it is hereby, 
referred to Hearing Examiner L. H. Dish- 
man for hearing commencing on May 6, 
1968, at 9:30 am., daylight saving time 
(or 9:30 a.m., U.S. standard time, if that 
time is Observed), in Room 401, Mult- 
nomah Building, 120 Southwest Fourth 
Avenue, Portland, Oreg., and for the 
recommendation of an appropriate order 
thereon, accompanied by the reasons 
therefor. 


And it is further ordered, That in all 
other respects, the Commission’s order 
dated January 9, 1968, remains in full 
force and effect. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., this 18th 
day of March 1968. 


By the Commission, Commissioner 
Walrath. 


[SEAL] H. Nett Garson, 


Secretary. 
APPENDIX A 


Pursuant to the Commission’s order dated 
January 9, 1968, the service list in this pro- 
ceeding is as follows: 


RESPONDENTS 


Robert R. Hollis, Attorney at Law, 1121 Com- 
monwealth Building, Portland, Oreg. 97204. 

Arlus C. Morris, Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau, 
Inc., 1732 Northwest Quimby Street, Post 
Office Box 4131, Portland, Oreg. 97208. 

Bryce Rea, Jr., 917 Munsey Building, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20004. 


PROTESTANTS 


A. R. Allen, Portland Freight Traffic Associa- 
tion, Suite 607, Oregon Bank Building, 319 
Southwest Washington Street, Portland, 
Oreg. 97204. 

William H. Batts, Assistant Regional Traffic 
Manager, Sears, Roebuck & Co., 2465 Utah 
Avenue South, Seattle, Wash. 98134. 

John M. Cleary, National Industrial Traffic 
League, 914 Washington Building, 15th 
and New York Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20005. 

W. H. Cowles, Utah-Idaho Sugar Co., Post 
Office Box 2010, Salt Lake City, Utah 84110. 

H. E. Franklin, Jr., Seattle Traffic Associa- 
tion, 215 Columbia Street, Seattle, Wash. 
98104. 

Robert L. Geddes, Crescent Manufacturing 
Co., 3466 East Marginal Way South, Room 
201, Seattle, Wash. 98134. 

Dwaine E. Griffith, Ore-Ida Foods, Inc., Post 
Office Box 10, Ontario, Oreg. 

William E. Hicks, Managing Director, Wash- 
ington Trucking Association, Inc., 4101 
Fourth Avenue South, Seattle, Wash. 
98134. 

Paul E. Hochelle, 423 Terminal Sales Build- 
ing, Portland, Oreg. 97205. 

R. F. Johnson, Renton Chamber of Com- 
merce, 300 Rainier Avenue North, Renton, 
Wash. 98055. 

H. C. Larson, Montana Board of Railroad 
Commissioners, State Capitol Building, 
Helena, Mont. 59601. 

Frank E. Larwood, Portland Freight Traffic 
Association, Suite 607, Oregon Bank 
Building, 319 Southwest Washington 
Street, Portland, Oreg. 97204. 

James H. Lauth, Chief, Transportation Serv- 
ices Branch, Transportation and Ware- 
house Division, Consumer and Marketing 
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D.C. 20250. 

John J. C. Martin, Amercian Home Prod- 
ucts Corp., 685 Third Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 10017. 

John W. McFadden, Jr., Central States Motor 
Freight Bureau, Inc., 316 East Ohio Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 60611. 

D. J. Osbjornson, General Traffic Manager, 
Lamb-Weston, Inc., 2017 Lloyd Center, 
Post Office Box 12145, Portland, Oreg. 
97212. 

Edward C. Pewters, 4206 Rainier Avenue 
South, Seattle, Wash. 98118. 

Glenn R. Rodin, The Boeing Co., Post Office 
Box 707, Renton, Wash. 98055. 

Fred H. Tolan, Attorney at Law, 1818 West- 
lake Avenue North, Westshore Center, 
Seattle, Wash. 98109. 

C. R. Tulley, Northwest Canners and Freezers 
Association, Cascade Plaza, 2828 South- 
west Corbett, Portland, Oreg. 97201. 

Jerry White, Inland Freight Traffic Service, 
West 222 Mission Avenue, Spokane, Wash. 
99201. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3646; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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[Notice 491] 


MOTOR CARRIER ALTERNATE ROUTE 
DEVIATION NOTICES 


Marcu 22, 1968. 


The following letter-notices of pro- 
posals to operate over deviation routes 
for operating convenience only have been 
filed with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, under the Commission’s Devia- 
tion Rules Revised, 1957 (49 CFR 211.1 
(c)(8)) and notice thereof to all in- 
terested persons is hereby given as pro- 
vided in such rules (49 CFR 
211.1(d) (4)). 

Protests against the use of any pro- 
posed deviation route herein described 
may be filed with the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in the manner and 
form provided in such rules (49 CFR 
211.1(e)) at any time, but will not oper- 
ate to stay commencement of the pro- 
posed operations unless filed within 30 
days from the date of publication. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under the Commission’s 
Deviation Rules Revised, 1957, will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
in identification and protests if any 
should refer to such letter-notices by 
number. 


Motor CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 4963 (Deviation No. 25), 
JONES MOTOR CoO., INC., Bridge Street 
and Schuylkill Road, Spring City, Pa. 
19475, filed March 11, 1968. Carrier pro- 
poses to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: From junction US. 
Highway 20 and Interstate Highway 69 
over Interstate Highway 69 to junction 
U.S. Highway 6, thence over U.S. High- 
way 6 to junction Interstate Highway 80 
thence over Interstate Highway 80 to 
Gary, Ind., and return over the same 
route, for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over pertinent serv- 
ice routes as follows: (1) From Detroit, 
Mich., over U.S. Highway 112 to junc- 
tion Michigan Highway 205, thence over 
Michigan Highway 205 to the Michigan- 
Indiana State line, thence over Indi- 
ana Highway 19 to Elkhart, Ind., thence 
over U.S. Highway 20 to Chicago, IIl., 
and (2) from Elkhart, Ind., over U.S. 
Highway 20 to junction Ohio Highway 
51, thence over Ohio Highway 51 to 
Toledo, Ohio, and return over the same 
routes. 

No. MC 4963 (Deviation No. 26), 
JONES MOTOR CoO., INC., Bridge Street 
and Schuylkill Road, Spring City, Pa. 
19475, filed March 13, 1968. Carrier pro- 
poses to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over deviation 
routes as follows: (1) From Roseville, 
Mll., over Dlinois Highway 116 to junction 
Illinois Highway 41, thence over Illinois 
Highway 41 to junction Illinois High- 
way 9, (2) from Roseville, Ill., over Ili- 
nois Highway 116 to junction Mlinois 
Highway 41, thence over Illinois Highway 
41 to Galesburg, Ill., (3) from Joliet, 11l., 


NOTICES 


over Interstate Highway 80 to junction 
Illinois Highway 23, thence over Illinois 
23 to Streator, Ill., (4) from Joliet, Il., 
over Interstate Highway -80 to junction 
Interstate Highway 74, thence over Inter- 
state Highway 74 to Galesburg, Ill., (5) 
from Joliet, Il., over Interstate Highway 
80 to junction Illinois Highway 82, thence 
over Illinois Highway 82 to junction Ili- 
nois Highway 17, thence over Illinois 
Highway 17 to junction Interstate High- 
way 74, thence over Interstate Highway 
74 to Galesburg, Ill., (6) from Joliet, I1., 
over Interstate Highway 80 to junction 
Illinois Highway 82, thence over Illinois 
Highway 82 to junction Illinois Highway 
17, thence over Illinois Highway 17 to 
junction U.S. Highway 150, thence over 
U.S. Highway 150 to Galesburg, Ill., and 
(7) from junction U.S. Highway 66 and 
Interstate Highway 270 over Interstate 
Highway 270 to junction Riverview 
Drive, thence over Riverview Drive and 
city streets to St. Louis, Mo., and return 
over the same routes, for operating con- 
venience only. The notice indicates that 
the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport the same commodities, over 
pertinent service routes as follows: (1) 
From Roseville, Ill., over U.S. Highway 
67 to junction Illinois Highway 9, thence 
over Illinois Highway 9 to junction Ili- 
nois Highway 41, (2) from Roseville, I1., 
over U.S. Highway 67 to junction US. 
Highway 34, thence over U.S. Highway 34 
to Galesburg, Ill., (3) from Joliet, Il., 
over U.S. Highway 66 to junction Illinois 
Highway 17, thence over Illinois Highway 
17 to junction Dllinois Highway 18, thence 
over Illinois Highway 18 to Streator, IIl., 
(4) from Joliet, Ill., over U.S. Highway 66 
to junction Illinois Highway 116, thence 
over Illinois Highway 116 to Peoria, I1., 
thence over U.S. Highway 150 to Gales- 
burg, Ill., and (5) from junction U.S. 
Highway 66 and Interstate Highway 270 
over U.S. Highway 66 to St. Louis, Mo., 
and return over the same routes. 

No. MC 43421 (Deviation No. 21), 
DOHRN TRANSFER COMPANY, Post 
Office Box 1237, Rock Island, Il. 61202, 
filed March 15, 1968. Carrier’s represent- 
ative: Edward G. Bazelon, 39 South 
La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Car- 
rier proposes to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, of general 
commodities, with certain exceptions, 
over a deviation route as follows: From 
junction U.S. Highway 67 (formerly Ili- 
nois Highway 100) and Illinois Highway 
125 (formerly U.S. Highway 67) north- 
west of Virginia, Ill., over U.S. Highway 
67 (formerly Illinois Highways 100 and 
104) to junction Illinois Highway 78 
(formerly U.S. Highway 67), at or near 
Jacksonville, Ill., and return over the 
same route, for operating convenience 
only. The notice indicates that the car- 
rier is presently authorized to transport 
the same commodities, over a pertinent 
service route as follows: From Betten- 
dorf, Iowa, over U.S. Highway 67 to junc- 
tion Illinois Highway 125 (formerly U:S. 
Highway 67) near Beardstown, IIL, 
thence over Illinois Highway 125 to junc- 
tion Illinois Highway 78 (formerly U.S. 
Highway 67), near Virginia, Il., thence 
over Iilinois Highway 78 to junction USS. 
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Highway 67 near Jacksonville, Ill., thence 
over U.S. Highway 67 to junction Illinois 
Highway 267 (formerly Alternate U.S. 
Highway 67), near Murrayville, IIl., 
thence over Illinois Highway 267 to junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 67 near Godfrey, IIl., 
thence over U.S. Highway 67 to Alton, 
Til., thence over Alternate U.S. Highway 
67 to St. Louis, Mo., and return over the 
same route. 

No. MC 170451 (Deviation No. 13), 
WATSON-WILSON TRANSPORTA- 
TION SYSTEM, INC., Post Office Box 
8729, 92d at State Line, Kansas City, Mo. 
64114, filed March 11, 1968. Carrier’s 
representative: John M. Records, same 
address as applicant. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation route 
as follows: From Chicago, Ill., over In- 
terstate Highway 80 to Denver, Colo., and 
return over the same route, using such 
additional roads, streets, and highways 
as necessary for ingress and egress to 
and from Interstate Highway 80 via the 
shortest practical routes to and from ap- 
plicant’s authorized routes, and return 
over the same route, for operating con- 
venience only. The notice indicates that 
the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport the same commodities, over 
pertinent service routes as follows: (1) 
From Chicago, Ill., over U.S. Highway 34 
to Princeton, Ill., thence over U.S. High- 
way 6 to Omaha, Nebr., (2) from Chi- 
cago, Ill., over U.S. Highway 34 via Ten- 
ville Junction, Creston, and Burlington, 
Iowa, to Plattsmouth, Nebr., (3) from 
Cook County, Ill., over U.S. Highway 66 
to Chenoa, Ill., thence over U.S. Highway 
24 to Peoria, Ill., thence over U.S. High- 
way 150 to Galesburg, Ill., thence over 
U.S. Highway 34 to Plattsmouth, Nebr., 
(4) from Omaha, Nebr., over U.S. High- 
way 275 via Waterloo and Valley, Nebr., 
to junction U.S. Highway 30, thence over 
U.S. Highway 30 to junction U.S. High- 
way 138, thence over U.S. Highway 138 to 
Sterling, Colo., thence over U.S. Highway 
6 to junction U.S. Highway 34, near 
Wiggins, Colo., thence over U.S. Highway 
34 to Greeley, Colo., thence over U.S. 
Highway 85 to Denver, Colo. (also from 
junction U.S. Highways 6 and 34 near 
Wiggins, Colo., over U.S. Highway 6 to 
Denver), (5) from junction U.S. High- 
ways 275 and 30A west of Omaha, Nebr., 
over U.S. Highway 30A to junction U.S. 
Highway 30 east of Central City, Nebr., 
and (6) from Plattsmouth, Nebr., over 
U.S. Highway 34 to Lincoln, Nebr., thence 
over U.S. Highway 6 to Hastings, Nebr., 
thence over U.S. Highway 281 to Grand 
Island, Nebr., thence over the above 
routes to Denver, Colo., and return over 
the same routes. 

No. MC 105458 (Deviation No. 5), DIL- 
LIE MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., 175 West 
Wylie Avenue, Washington, Pa. 15301, 
filed March 14, 1968. Carrier’s represent- 
ative: John A. Vuono, 2310 Grant Build- 


ing, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. Carrier pro- 
poses to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: From Pittsburgh, Pa., 
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over Pennsylvania Highway 51 to junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 119, thence over US. 
Highway 119 to Morgantown, W. Va., 
and return over the same route, for op- 
erating convenience only. The notice in- 
dicates that the carrier is presently au- 
thorized to transport the same com- 
modities, over pertinent service routes as 
follows: (1) From Pittsburgh, Pa., over 
Pennsylvania Highway 88 to junction 
unnumbered highway, thence over un- 
numbered highway via McMurray to 
junction U.S. Highway 19, thence over 
U.S. Highway 19 to Washington, Pa., 
and (2) from Washington, Pa., over U.S. 
Highway 19 to Clarksburg, W. Va., and 
return over the same routes. 

No. MC 105458 (Deviation No. 4), 
DILLIE MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., 175 
West Wylie Avenue, Washington, Pa. 
15301, filed March 14, 1968. Carrier’s 
representative: John A. Vuono, 2310 
Grant Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. 
Carrier proposes to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, of general 
commodities, with certain exceptions, 
over a deviation route as follows: From 
Morgantown, W. Va., over U.S. Highway 
119 to junction U.S. Highway 50, thence 
over U.S. Highway 50 to Clarksburg, 
W. Va., and return over the same route, 
for operating convenience only. The 
notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over a pertinent serv- 
ice route as follows: From Washington, 
Pa., over U.S. Highway 19 to Clarksburg, 
W. Va., and return over the same route. 

No. MC 108937 (Deviation No. 8), 
MURPHY MOTOR FREIGHT LINES, 
INC., 2323 Terminal Road, St. Paul, 
Minn. 55113, filed March 11, 1968. 
Carrier’s representative: R. L. Stevens, 
same address as applicant. Carrier pro- 
poses to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: Between Sioux City, 
Iowa, and Sioux Falls, S. Dak., over 
Interstate Highway 29, for operating 
convenience only. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport the same commodities, over 
pertinent service routes as follows: (1) 
From Luverne, Minn., over US. High- 
way 16 to Sioux Falls, S. Dak., and (2) 
from Pipestone, Minn., over US. High- 
way 75 to Sioux City, Iowa, and return 
over the same routes. 

No. MC 128958 (Deviation No. 1) , CEN- 
TRAL PENN AIR SERVICE, INC., Old 
York and Airport Roads, Post Office Box 
P, New Cumberland, Pa. 17070, filed 
March 14, 1968. Carrier’s representative: 
John M. Musselman, 400 North Third 
Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Carrier 
proposes to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: From Chambersburg, 
Pa., over access route (U.S. Highway 30) 
to junction Interstate Highway 81, 
thence over Interstate Highway 81 to 
access route (U.S. Highway 11) thence 
over access route to junction to the 
Pennsylvania Turnpike, thence over the 
Pennsylvania Turnpike to Inierchange 
No. 18, and return over the same route, 
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for operating convenience only. The no- 
tice indicates that the carrier is presently 
authorized to transport the same com- 
modities, over a pertinent service route 
as follows: From Chambersburg, Pa., 
over U.S. Highway 11 to junction Harris- 
burg Expressway, thence over Harrisburg 
‘Expressway to New Cumberland, Pa., 
thence over city streets and access roads 
to junction Pennsylvania Turnpike (In- 
terchange No. 18), and return over the 
same route. 

No. MC 128958 (Deviation No. 2), CEN- 
TRAL PENN AIR SERVICE, INC., Old 
York and Airport Roads, Post Office Box 
P, New Cumberland, Pa. 17070, filed 
March 14, 1968. Carrier’s representative: 
John M. Mussleman, 400 North Third 
Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Carrier 
proposes to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: From Exton, Pa., over 
access route (Pennsylvania Highway 100) 
to Interchange No. 23 of the Pennsyl- 
vania Turnpike, thence over the Penn- 
sylvania Turnpike to junction Interstate 
Highway 76 (Schuylkill Expressway), 
thence over Interstate Highway 76 to 
Philadelphia, Pa., and return over the 
same route, for operating convenience 
only. The notice indicates that the carrier 
is presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over a pertinent serv- 
ice route as follows: From Exton, Pa., 
over U.S. Highway 30 to Philadelphia, 
Pa., and return over the same route. 


MoToOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 


No. MC 1515 (Deviation No. 437) (Can- 
cels Deviation No. 297), GREYHOUND 
LINES, INC. (Southern Division), 219 
East Short Street, Lexington, Ky. 40507, 
filed March 13, 1968. Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of passengers and their baggage, 
and express and newspapers, in the same 
vehicle with passengers, over deviation 
routes as follows: (1) From Chattanooga, 
Tenn., over Interstate Highway 24 to 
junction Interstate Highway 59, thence 
over Interstate Highway 59 to junction 
Georgia Highway 143, thence over 
Georgia Highway 143 to junction US. 
Highway 11 to Trenton, Ga., (2) from 
junction Interstate Highway 59 and U.S. 
Highway 11 at the Alabama-Georgia 
State line, over Interstate Highway 59 to 
Argo, Ala., with the following access 
routes, (a) from junction Interstate 
Highway 59 and Alabama Highway 35, 
over Alabama Highway 35 to Fort Payne, 
Ala., (b) from junction Interstate High- 
way 59 and Alabama Highway 68, over 
Alabama Highway 68 to Collinsville, Ala., 
(c) from junction Interstate Highway 59 
and US. Highway 231, over U.S. Highway 
231 to junction U.S. Highway 11, and 
(d) from junction Interstate Highway 59 
and US. Highway 231, over U.S. Highway 
231 to junction U.S. Highway 411, and 
(3) from Bessemer, Ala., over Interstate 
Highway 59 to junction Alabama High- 
way 19, near Boligee, Ala., with the fol- 
lowing access routes, (a) from junction 
Interstate Highway 59 and U.S. Highway 
82, over U.S. Highway 82 to Tuscaloosa, 
Ala., and (b) from junction Interstate 


Highway 59 to Alabama Highway 14, over 
Alabama Highway 14 to Eutaw, Ala., and 
return over the same routes, for operat- 
ing convenience only. The notice indi- 
cates that the carrier is presently 
authorized to transport passengers and 
the same property, over a pertinent serv- 
ice routes as follows: (1) From Mur- 
freesboro, Tenn., over U.S. Highway 41 to 
Chattanooga, Tenn., thence over US. 
Highway 11 via Attalla and Springville, 
Ala., to Birmingham, Ala. (also from 
Attalla over Alternate U.S. Highway 11 
to Springville), and (2) from Birming- 
ham, Ala., over U.S. Highway 11 via 
Bucksville and Box Springs, Ala., to New 
Orleans, La. (also from Bucksville over 
Alabama Highway 116 to Box Springs). 

No. MC 1515 (Deviation No. 438) (Can- 
cels Deviation No. 384), GREYHOUND 
LINES, INC. (Eastern Division), 1400 
West Third Street, Cleveland, Ohio 44113, 
filed March 15, 1968. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of passengers and their baggage, 
express and newspapers, in the same 
vehicle with passengers, over a deviation 
route as follows: (1) Prom Baltimore. 
Md., over Interstate Highway 83 to junc- 
tion Business Route Interstate Highway 
83, north of York, Pa., (2) from York, 
Pa., over Business Route Interstate 
Highway 83 to junction Interstate High- 
way 83, south of York, Pa., (3) from 
junction Padonia Road and Maryland 
Highway 45 over Padonia Road to junc- 
tion Interstate Highway 83, and (4) 
from access and egress to and from In- 
terstate Highway 83 where it junctions 
with regular route operations as follows: 
Junction Interstate Highway 695 and 
Interstate Highway 83 just north of 
Baltimore, Md., and return over the same 
routes, for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport pas- 
sengers and the same property, over per- 
tinent service route as follows: From 
Baltimore, Md., over Maryland Highway 
45 to the Maryland-Pennsylvania State 
line, thence over Pennsylvania Legisla- 
tive Route 127 to junction Legislative 
Route 892, thence over Legislative Route 
892 to junction Interstate Highway 
Business Route 83, near York, Pa., thence 
over Interstate Highway Business Route 
83 to junction Interstate Highway 83 ap- 
proximately 2 miles north of York, Pa., 
thence over Interstate Highway 83 to 
Harrisburg, Pa. (formerly U.S. Highway 
111 between Baltimore and Harrisburg), 
and (2) from junction Maryland High- 
way 45 and Interstate Highway 695 
located approximately 1 mile west of 
Lutherville, Md., over Interstate High- 
way 695 in a southwesterly direction to 
junction Maryland Highway 3, located 
approximately 1 mile northwest of 
Linthicum Heights, Md., and return over 
the same routes. 

No. MC 61616 (Deviation No. 28) (Can- 
cels Deviation Nos. 18 and 24), MID- 
WEST BUSLINES, INC., 433 West Wash- 
ington Avenue, North Little Rock, Ark. 
72214, filed March 11, 1968. Carrier pro- 
poses to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, of passengers and their 
baggage, and express and newspapers in 
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the same vehicle with passengers, over a 
deviation route as follows: From St. 
Louis, Mo., over Interstate Highway 55 
to junction U.S. Highways 61-67 south 
of Festus-Crystal City, Mo., and return 
over the same route, for operating con- 
venience only. The notice indicates that 
the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport passengers and the same prop- 
erty over a pertinent service route as 
follows: From St. Louis, Mo., over U.S. 
Highway 67 to Judsonia, Ark., thence 
over U.S. Highway 67 to junction US. 
Highway 67C, thence over U.S. Highway 
67C to junction U.S. Highway 67, thence 
over U.S. Highway 67 to Maud, Tex., and 
return over the same route. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Nett Garson, 


Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3647; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Notice 1164] 


MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 


MarcH 22, 1968. 

The following publications are gov- 
erned by special rule 1.247 of the Com- 
mission’s rules of practice, published in 
the FepERAL REGIsTER issue of April 20, 
1966, which became effective May 20, 
1966. 

The publications hereinafter set forth 
reflect the scope of the applications as 
filed by applicant, and may include de- 
scriptions, restrictions, or limitations 
which are not in a form acceptable to the 
Commission. Authority which ultimately 
may be granted as a result of the appli- 
cations here noticed will not necessarily 
reflect the phraseology set forth in the 
application as filed, but also will elimi- 
nate any restrictions which are not ac- 
ceptable to the Commission. 


APPLICATIONS ASSIGNED FOR ORAL HEARING 
MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 290) (Repub- 
lication), filed June 6, 1967, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of June 29, 1967, 
and republished this issue. Applicant: 
MORGAN DRIVE-AWAY, INC., 2800 
West Lexington, Avenue, Elkhart, Ind. 
46514. Applicant’s representative: Rob- 
ert G. Tessar (same address as above). 
By application filed June 6, 1967, as 
amended, applicant seeks a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity au- 
thorizing operation in interstate or for- 
eign commerce, as a common carrier by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, of 
(1) trailers designed to be drawn by pas- 
senger vehicles, from points in Richland 
County, Ohio, to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii), and 
(2) special purpose trailers, designed to 
be drawn by passenger automobiles, from 
points in Milwaukee County, Wis., to 
points in the United States (except Alas- 
ka and Hawaii). An order of the Com- 
mission, Operating Rights Board dated 
March 7, 1968, and served March 20, 
1968, finds that the present and future 
public convenience and necessity re- 
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quire operation by applicant, in inter- 
state or foreign commerce, as a common 
carrier by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, of trailers, designed to be drawn 
by passenger vehicles, (1) from points 
in Richland County, Ohio, to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii), and (2) from points in Mil- 
waukee County, Wis., to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and Ha- 
waii); that applicant is fit, willing, and 
able properly to perform such service and 
to conform to the requirements of the 
Interstate Commerce Act and the Com- 
mission’s rules and regulations there- 
under. Because it is possible that other 
parties, who have relied upon the notice 
of the application as published, may have 
an interest in and would be prejudiced 
by the lack of proper notice of the au- 
thority described in the findings in this 
order, a notice of the authority actually 
granted will be published in the FrepERAL 
REGISTER and issuance of a certificate in 
this proceeding will be withheld for a 
period of 30 days from the date of such 
publication, during which period any 
proper party in interest may file a peti- 
tion to reopen or for other appropriate 
relief setting forth in detail the precise 
manner in which it has been so 
prejudiced. 

No. MC 105350 (Sub-No. 13) (Repub- 
lication) , filed October 2, 1967, published 
in FEepERAL REGISTER issues October 10, 
1967, and November 9, 1967, and repub- 
lished this issue. Applicant: NORTH 
PARK TRANSPORTATION CoO., a cor- 
poration, 1600 Eliot Street, Denver, Colo. 
80204. Applicant’s representative: Leslie 
R. Kehl, 420 Denver Club Building, Den- 
ver, Colo. 80202. By application filed Oc- 
tober 2, 1967, applicant seeks a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity au- 
thorizing operation, in interstate or for- 
eign commerce, as a@ common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, of 
general commodities (except petroleum 
and petroleum products in bulk, in tank 
vehicles) , between Parshall, Colo., and a 
point located 25 miles south of Parshall 
on Williams Fork Road in Colorado; from 
Parshall over unnumbered highway 
known as Williams Fork Road to a point 
thereon located 25 miles south of Par- 
shall, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points and all 
off-route points located within 5 miles 
of the aforesaid road. An order of the 
Commission, Operating Rights Board 
dated March 7, 1968, and served March 
20, 1968, finds that the present and fu- 
ture public convenience and necessity 
require the operation by applicant, in in- 
terstate or foreign commerce, as a com- 
mon carrier by motor vehicle, of general 
commodities (except petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank ve- 
hicles; commodities of unusual value; 
household goods as defined by the Com- 
mission; commodities in bulk; and those 
commodities requiring the use of special 
equipment), between Parshall, Colo., and 
the terminus of Williams Fork Road in 
Colorado, from Parshall over unnumbered 
highway known as Williams Fork Road 
to its terminus, and return over the same 


route, serving all intermediate points, 
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and all off-route points in Grand County, 
Colo., south of U.S. Highway 40; that ap- 
plicant is fit, willing, and able properly 
to perform such service and to conform 
to the requirements of the Interstate 
Commerce Act and the Commission’s 
rules and regulations thereunder. Be- 
cause it is possible that other parties, who 
have relied upon the notice of the ap- 
plication as published, may have an in- 
terest in and would be prejudiced by the 
lack of proper notice of the authority 
described in the findings in this order, a 
notice of the authority actually granted 
will be published in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
and issuance of a certificate in this pro- 
ceeding will be withheld for a period of 
30 days from the date of such publica- 
tion, during which period any proper 
party in interest may file a petition to 
reopen or for other appropriate relief 
setting forth in detail the precise manner 
in which it has been so prejudiced. 

No. MC 127168 (Sub-No. 1) (Repub- 
lication), filed August 30, 1965, published 
in the FepERAL REGISTER issue of Septem- 
ber 15, 1965, and republished this issue. 
Applicant: CARL B. EHRHARDT, doing 
business as DONN TRANSFER COM- 
PANY, 3 Nagel Court, St. Louis, Mo. 
63119. By application filed August 30, 
1965, applicant seeks a permit author- 
izing operations, in interstate or for- 
eign commerce, as a contract carrier by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, of 
(1) new custom architectural interiors, 
finished or unfinished, contractors sup- 
plies when moving at the same time 
and on the same vehicle and various com- 
ponents, including, but not limited to 
new furniture, fixtures, furnishings, floor 
covering, to be delivered either at the 
same time as new custom architectural 
interiors or at such later time as is re- 
quired for the fulfillment and completion 
of contracts by the shipper of such in- 
teriors, from St. Louis, Mo., and points in 
St. Louis County, Mo., to points in Il- 
linois, Missouri, Alabama, Arkansas, 
Georgia, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken- 
tucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Nebraska, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Texas, and 
Wisconsin; and (2) fabricated com- 
ponents, parts, supplies, or materials used 
by the same shippers, uncrated, from 
Chicago, Ill., and Pittsburgh, Pa., to St. 
Louis, Mo., and points in St. Louis Coun- 
ty, Mo., under continuing contracts with 
the Loughman Cabinet Co., of St. Louis, 
Mo., St. Louis Fixture Manufacturing 
Co., of St. Louis, Mo., Century Skilcraft 
Co., of St. Louis, Mo., Design Stamping 
Corp., of St. Louis, Mo., Almar Interior 
Design & Equipment, Inc., of St. Louis, 
Mo., Gerber Contract Interiors, of St. 
Louis, Mo., and Nu Era Contract Inte- 
riors, of St. Louis, Mo. 

A report and order of the Commission, 
Operating Rights Board, served March 14, 
1968, finds that the present and future 
public convenience and necessity require 
operation by applicant, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, of 
(1) (a) new custom architectural inte- 
riors and components thereof and (b) 
related supplies when moving in mixed 
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loads with new custom architectural in- 
teriors, from St. Louis, Mo., and points 
in St. Louis County, Mo., to points in 
Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, Mlinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Loui- 
siana, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, 
Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Texas, and 
Wisconsin; and (2) materials used in the 
manufacture of new custom architec- 
tural interiors, uncrated, from Chicago, 
Tll., and Pittsburgh, Pa., to St. Louis, 
Mo., and points in St. Louis County, Mo.; 
that applicant is fit, willing, and able 
properly to perform such service and to 
conform to the requirements of the In- 
terstate Commerce Act and the Commis- 
sion’s rules and regulations thereunder. 
Because it is possible that other persons, 
who have relied upon the notice of the 
application as published, may have an 
interest in and would be prejudiced by 
the lack of proper notice of the author- 
ity described in the findings in this order, 
a notice of the authority actually granted 
will be published in the FrepreraL ReEc- 
ISTER and issuance of a certificate in this 
proceeding will be withheld for a period 
of 30 days from the date of such publi- 
cation, during which period any proper 
party in interest may file an appropriate 
petition to reopen or for other appropri- 
ate relief setting forth in detail the pre- 
cise manner in which it has been so 
prejudiced. 


NOTICE OF FILING OF PETITIONS 


No. MC 124839 (Notice of filing of 
Petition To Modify Permit by Addition of 
a Shipper), filed March 6, 1968. Peti- 
tioner: BUILDERS TRANSPORT, INC., 
Savannah, Ga. Petitioner’s representa- 
tive: William P. Sullivan, 1819 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. Petitioner 
is authorized in Permit No. MC 124839 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Roofing and building materials, be- 
tween Mobile, Ala., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Alabama, Florida, 
Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ten- 
nessee, and Texas, except from points 
in Alabama to Mobile, Ala. Tarred felt 
and coal tar pitch, from Birmingham, 
Ala., to points in Alabama, Florida, 
Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, Tennes- 
see, and Texas, with no transportation 
for compensation on return except as 
otherwise authorized, and materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
manufacture, installation, or application 
of roofing and building materials, from 
Mobile, Ala., to points in Alabama, 
Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
Tennessee, and Texas, with no transpor- 
tation for compensation on return ex- 
cept as otherwise authorized: From 
points in Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Tennessee, and Texas, to 
Mobile, Ala., with no transportation for 
compensation on return except as other- 
wise authorized, in addition to a restric- 
tion against the transportation in bulk, 
and tank vehicles, the authority is 
limited to a service performed under a 
continuing contract or contracts with 
the Ruberoid Co., of South Bound Brook, 


NOTICES 


N.J. By the instant petition, petitioner 
requests permission to approve the addi- 
tion of another shipper, the Chevron 
Asphalt Co. Any person or persons de- 
siring to participate, may file an original 
and six copies of his written representa- 
tions, views, or argument in support of, 
or against the petition within 30 days 
from the date of publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 

No. MC 128448 (Sub-No. 1) (Notice of 
Filing of Petition To Add Additional 
Shipper), filed March 4, 1968. Petitioner: 
C. G. WESTLUND, doing business as 
WESTLUND TRUCKING CO., 1018 
Doyle Street, Oildale, Calif. 93308. Peti- 
tioner’s representative: Donald Murchi- 
son, 211 South Beverly Drive, Beverly 
Hills, Calif. 90212. Petitioner states he 
holds a permit in MC 128448 (Sub-No. 1) 
authorizing the transportation of iron 
and steel articles as defined in appendix 
V to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, and 
fabricated and prefabricated metal 
articles, from Port Hueneme, San 
Francisco, Oakland, Alameda, and 
Stockton, Calif., and points in the Los 
Angeles, Calif., harbor commercial zone, 
as defined by the Commission, to Bakers- 
field, Calif., with no transportation for 
compensation on return, except as other- 
wise authorized, restricted to the trans- 
portation of traffic having a prior move- 
ment by water, under a continuing con- 
tract or contracts with Hopper, Inc., of 
Bakersfield, Calif. By the instant peti- 
tion, petitioner seeks to have the permit 
modified by adding thereto, one addi- 
tional shipper, namely, McCarthy Tank 
& Steel Co., Bakersfield, Calif. Any person 
or persons desiring to participate, may 
file an original and six copies of his 
written representations, views, or argu- 
ment in support of, or against the peti- 
tion within 30 days from the date of 
publication in the FEepERAL REGISTER. 

No. MC 126311 (Sub-No. 2) (Notice of 
Filing of Petition for Addition of Ship- 
pers), filed February 21, 1968. Petitioner: 
CHARLES L. PARKS, Ashland, Nebr. 
Petitioner’s representative: Charles J. 
Kimball, 300 N.S.E.A. Building, 605 South 
14th Street, Post Office Box 2028, Lincoln, 
Nebr. 68501. Petitioner is authorized to 
conduct operations as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in No. MC 126311 (Sub- 
No. 2), transporting dry fertilizer, from 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, to points in Cass, 
Butler, Colfax, Dodge, Douglas, Lan- 
caster, Saunders, Seward, and Washing- 
ton Counties, Nebr., under contract with 
Farmer’s Union Co-op Oil Association of 
Wahoo, Nebr. By the instant petition, 
petitioner requests the Commission to ap- 
prove the addition of contracts with 
Farmers Union Co-op Grain Co., Synder, 
Nebr.; Farmers Cooperative Co., Hooper, 
Nebr.; Nehawka Farmers Cooperative, 
Nehawka, Nebr.; and Farmers Grain & 
Lumber Co., Dodge, Nebr. Any person or 
persons desiring to participate, may file 
an original and six copies of his written 
representations, views, or argument in 
support of, or against the petition within 
30 days from the date of publication in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATES OR PER- 
MiITs WHICH Is To BE PROCESSED Con- 
CURRENTLY WITH APPLICATIONS UNDER 
Section 5 GOVERNED BY SPECIAL RULE 
1.240 To THE EXTENT APPLICABLE 


No. MC 65491 (Sub-No. 5), filed Feb- 
ruary 26, 1968. Applicant: GEORGE W. 
BROWN, INC., 1475 East 222d Street, 
New York (Bronx), N.Y. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: William Biederman, 280 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10007. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
and irregular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com- 
mission, commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment); (1) Over 
regular routes: Serving all points in Mas- 
sachusetts as off-route points in connec- 
tion with applicant’s presently author- 
ized regular route operations between 
Springfield, Mass., and Boston, Mass., 
via U.S. Highway 20; also between 
Springfield, Mass., and the Massachu- 
setts-Connecticut State line via US. 
Highway 5; also from and to Boston, 
New Bedford, and Fall River, Mass., over 
Massachusetts Highway 3 and US. High- 
way 6; and (2) Over irregular routes: 
General commodities with the same ex- 
ceptions as above, between points in 
Massachusetts. Note: This application is 
a matter directly related to MC-F-10053 
published in the Feperat REGISTER issue 
of March 6, 1968. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at New York, N.Y., Washington, D.C., or 
Boston, Mass. 


APPLICATIONS UNDER SECTIONS 5 AND 
210a(b) 


The following applications are gov- 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission’s special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor car- 
riers of property or passengers under 
sections 5(a) and 210a(b) of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act and certain other 
proceedings with respect thereto. (49 
CFR 1.240). 


MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC-F-10075. Authority sought for 
purchase by SHAFFER TRUCKING, 
INC., Post Office Box 418, New Kings- 
town, Pa. 17072, of a portion of the oper- 
ating rights of TRIANGLE EXPRESS, 
INC., Post Office Box 86, Bunker Hill, W. 
Va. 25413, and for acquisition by DOMER 
SHAFFER, 506 West Cork Street, Win- 
chester, Va., of control of such rights 
through the purchase. Applicants’ at- 
torney: James W. Hagar, Post Office 
Box 432, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Operat- 
ing rights soughi to be transferred: Pre- 
pared foodstuffs, not frozen, in packages 
or containers, as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, from Winchester, Va., 
to points in Alabama, Georgia, Ken- 
tucky, North Carolina, and South Caro- 
lina. Restriction: The authority granted 
herein is restricted to the transportation 
of traffic originating at Milton, Pa. 
Vendee is authorized to operate as a 
common carrier in all States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii), and the District of 
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Columbia. Application has not been filed 
for temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 

No. MC-F-10076. Authority sought for 
control by PETROLEUM CARRIERS OF 
WATERTOWN, INC., 5104 West 14th, 
Post Office Box 762, Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 
57101, of SMITH’S INC., Post Office Box 
611, Marshall, Minn. 56258, and for ac- 
quisition by LOWELL CRABB, Box 24, 
Sergeant, Iowa 51054, and STANLEY 
MUNDHENKE, also of Sioux Falls, S. 
Dak., of control of SMITH’S INC., 
through the acquisition by PETRO- 
LEUM CARRIERS OF WATERTOWN, 
INC. Applicants’ representative: Andrew 
R. Clark, 1000 First National Bank 
Building, Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Op- 
erating rights sought to be controlled: 
Petroleum products, in bulk, in tank ve- 
hicles, as a common carrier, over irreg- 
ular routes, from Sioux Falls, S. Dak., 
to certain specified points on Minnesota; 
buttermilk, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from certain specified points in South 
Dakota, to Renville, Minn.; lumber and 
posts, from certain specified points in 
Minnesota, to certain specified points in 
South Dakota; animal hides, from Mar- 
shall, Minn., to Boston, Mass; Chicago, 
Tll.; Lansing, Mich.; Milwaukee, Wis.; 
and New York, N.Y.; animal and poultry 
grease, in bulk, from Marshall, Minn., to 
Cincinnati, Ohio; New York., N.Y.; Phil- 
adelphia, Pa.; Dubuque and Fort Dodge, 
Iowa; Kansas City, Kans.; Milwaukee, 
Wis.; and Omaha, Nebr.; animal and 
poultry tankage and meat scraps, in bulk, 
and feather meal, in bulk, from Marshall, 
Minn., to Chicago, Ill.; Cincinnati, Ohio; 
Fort Dodge, Iowa; Kansas City, Kans.; 
Milwaukee, Wis.; and Omaha, Nebr.; 
and asphalt, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from the site of the Asphalt Supply Co. 
plant at Marshall, Minn., to certain spec- 
ified points in Iowa, Minnesota, points 
in South Dakota on and east of US. 
Highway 281, and certain specified points 
in North Dakota. PETROLEUM CAR- 
RIERS OF WATERTOWN, INC., holds 
no authority from this Commission. 
However, its controlling stockholders also 
control PETROLEUM CARRIERS COM- 
PANY, Post Office Box 762, 5104 West 
14th Street, Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 57101, 
which is authorized to operate as a com- 
mon carrier in Nebraska, Kansas, South 
Dakota, Iowa, Minnesota, North Dakota, 
Wyoming, Montana, Colorado, Illinois, 
Wisconsin, and Missouri. Application has 
not been filed for temporary authority 
under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-10077. Authority sought for 
purchase by BRUCE MOTOR FREIGHT, 
INC., 3920 Delaware Avenue, Des Moines, 
Iowa 50313, of a portion of the operat- 
ing rights and certain property of which 
operating rights LEE AMERICAN 
FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 601 Com- 
merce Building, 418 Olive Street, St. 
Louis, Mo. 63102, is the record holder. 
(The rights involved are now being 
leased by and are subject to a sale to 
EAST TEXAS MOTOR FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., 2355 Stemmons Freeway 
(Post Office Box 10125), Dallas, Tex. 
75207 (vendor here in No. MC-F-10077, 


above), in No. MC-F-9894.) The agree- 
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ment of record in No. MC-F-9894 has 
been assigned, in part, to BRUCE 
MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., and E. W. 
HARLAN, also of Des Moines, Iowa, C. F. 
ILES, H. E. McKINNEY, both of 214 
15th Street, Des Moines, Iowa, and R. A. 
BROWN, SR.., Post Office Box S, Betten- 
dorf, Iowa, seek authority to acquire 
control of such rights and property 
through the purchase. Applicants’ attor- 
neys: Homer E. Bradshaw, 11th Floor, 
Des Moines Building, Des Moines, Iowa 
50309, Roland Rice, Suite 618, Perpet- 
ual Building, 1111 E Street NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20004, and Rollo E. Kidwell, 
2355 Stemmons Freeway, Post Office Box 
10125, Dallas, Tex. 75207. Operating 
rights sought to be transferred: General 
commodities, excepting, among others, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier, over regular 
routes, between St. Louis, Mo., and 
Memphis, Tenn., serving the intermedi- 
ate points of East St. Louis, Belleville, 
McClure, and Wolf Lake, Ill., those in 
Missouri and Arkansas, and the off-route 
points of Lilbourn, Mo., and those in St. 
Louis County, Mo., serving four alternate 
routes for operating convenience only; 
and general commodities, except live- 
stock, classes A and B explosives, other 
than small arms ammunition, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
currency, bullion, commodities exceed- 
ing ordinary equipment and loading fa- 
cilities, loose bulk commodities, and all 
other commodities expressly prohibited 
by law, between St. Louis, Mo., and 
Chicago, Ill., serving the intermediate 
and off-route points of East St. Louis, 
Alton, and Waukegan, Il., and the site 
of the Ford Motor Co. plant about 1 mile 
from Robertson, Mo. Vendee is author- 
ized to operate as a common carrier in 
Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, Ili- 
nois, and Wisconsin. Application has not 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-10078. Authority sought for 
(1) control by ELLIS TRUCKING CO., 
INC., 1600 Oliver Avenue, Indianapolis, 
Ind. 46221, of (A) CONKEN FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., 118 West Burwell, Knox- 
ville, Tenn. 73971, (B) McDUFFEE MO- 
TOR FREIGHT, INC., 332 Hood Avenue, 
Lebanon, Ky. 40033, and (C) ARNOLD 
LIGON TRUCK LINE, INC., 332 Hood 
Avenue, Lebanon, Ky. 40033; and (2) 
merger into McDUFFEE MOTOR 
FREIGHT, INC., 332 Hood Avenue, Leb- 
anon, Ky. 40033, of the operating rights 
and property of CONKEN FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., 118 West Burwell, Knox- 
ville, Tenn. 73971, and for acquisition by 
FAY O. ELLIS (CLAUDE C. CAYLOR, 
Guardian), CLAUDE C. CAYLOR, both 
also of Indianapolis, Ind., and KIRK- 
WOOD YOCKEY, 501 Union Federal 
Building, Indianapolis, Ind., of control of 
CONKEN FREIGHT LINES, INC., Mc- 
DUFFEE MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., and 
ARNOLD LIGON TRUCK LINE, INC., 
through the acquisition by ELLIS 
TRUCKING CO., INC. Applicants’ attor- 
neys: Kirkwood Yockey, Suite 501, Union 
Federal Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 


46204, and Harry V. McChesney, Jr., 
Frankfort, Ky. 40601. Operating rights 
(1) controlled and (2) 


sought to be 
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merged: (A) General commodities, ex- 
cepting, among others, household goods 
and commodities in bulk, as a common 
carrier, over regular routes, between 
Knoxville, Tenn., and Cumberland Gap, 
Tenn., serving all intermediate points; 
general commodities, excepting among 
others, household zoods but not except- 
ing, commodities in bulk, between Cum- 
berland Gap, Tenn., and Middlesboro, 
Ky., serving all intermediate points; gen- 
eral commodities, excepting, among 
others, household goods and commodities 
in bulk, over irreguiar routes, between 
Knoxville, Tenn., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, certain specified points in 
Kentucky, from Knoxville, Tenn., to 
Pineville, Ky., from Harlan, Ky., to points 
in Lee and Wise Counties, Va., with 
restriction; between Knoxville, Tenn., 
Middlesboro, Ky., and points in Harlan 
County, Ky., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Lee and Wise Coun- 
ties, Va. 

New furniture and grain, between 
points in Bell County, Ky., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, and Virginia; coffee, 
manufactured tobacco, cigarettes, and 
stoves, from Knoxville, Tenn., to points 
in Bell and Harlan Counties, Ky., except 
Middlesboro, Ky.; and motors, motor 
parts, mining cars, wire, and cable, from 
Harlan, Ky., to points in Lee County, Va.; 
(B) general commodities, excepting, 
among others, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk, as a common car- 
rier, over regular routes, between points 
in Kentucky, serving all intermediate 
points in Marion County, and certain off- 
route points, between points in Ken- 
tucky, serving all intermediate points; 
between Lebanon, Ky., and the Green- 
Adair County, Ky., line, between Camp- 
bellsville, Ky., and the Taylor-Adair 
County, Ky., line, serving all intermedi- 
ate points and certain off-route points, 
with exception, between Lebanon, Ky., 
and the Casey-Russell County, Ky., line, 
serving certain intermediate points, be- 
tween Lebanon, Ky., and Lexington, Ky., 
serving all intermediate points, with ex- 
ceptions; between Nashville, Tenn., and 
Lexington, Ky., serving the intermediate 
point of Bardstown, Ky., and serving 
Cave City, Ky., for joinder only, between 
Cave City, Ky., and Greensburg, Ky., 
serving no intermediate points and serv- 
ice at Cave City, restricted to joinder 
only, with restrictions; between Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, and the Casey-Russell County, 
Ky., line, serving certain intermediate 
and off-route points, between Louisville, 
Ky., and Springfield, Ky., serving certain 
intermediate points. 

General commodities, except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com- 
mission, commodities in bulk, commodi- 
ties requiring special equipment other 
than those requiring refrigeration, and 
commodities injurious or contaminating 
to other lading, between Louisville, Ky., 
and Harlan and Middlesboro, Ky., serv- 
ing all intermediate points 5 miles or 
more south of Stanford, Ky., and certain 
off-points; between junction Kentucky 
Highway 30 and U.S. Highway 25 (5 miles 
north of London, Ky.), and Tyner, Ky., 
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between Bernstadt, Ky., and Corbin, 
Ky., between London, Ky., and junction 
Kentucky Highway 229 and U.S. High- 
way 25E (1 mile north of Barbourville, 
Ky.), between junction Kentucky High- 
way 11 and U.S. Highway 25E (one-half 
mile north of Barbourville, Ky.), and 
Manchester, Ky., serving all intermediate 
points, and all off-route points within 3 
miles of the specified routes; between 
junction Kentucky Highway 490 and U.S. 
Highway 25 (near Livingston, Ky.), and 
junction Kentucky Highway 490 and 
U.S. Highway 25 (near East Bernstadt, 
Ky.), serving all intermediate points, 
with exception, between Berea, Ky., and 
Mount Vernon, Ky., serving all inter- 
mediate points, between Harlan, Ky., 
and Lynch, Ky., serving all intermediate 
points, and certain off-route points, with 
restriction; between Winchester, Ky., 
and Louisville, Ky., restricted against 
picking up shipments at any inter- 
mediate point, and on eastbound move- 
ments restricted against delivery of 
shipments at any intermediate points 
west of the eastern city limits of Lexing- 
ton, Ky., between Louisville, Ky., and 
Wilmore, Ky., serving certain inter- 
mediate points, between Danville, Ky., 
and Camp Dick Robinson, Ky., at junc- 
tion Kentucky Highway 34 and US. 
Highway 27, serving all intermediate 
points, between Lancaster, Ky., and 
Lexington, Ky., serving all intermediate 
points, and certain off-route points. 

General commodities, except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com- 
mission, commodities requiring special 
equipment, and commodities in bulk 
(other than alcohol distilled spirits, 
neutral spirits, and alcoholic liquors), 
between Springfield, Ky., and Danville, 
Ky., serving intermediate points, and the 
off-route points within 3 miles of the 
specified route, between Brumfield, Ky., 
and Danville, Ky., serving all inter- 
mediate points, between junction USS. 
Highway 68 and Kentucky Highway 243, 
and Harrodsburg, Ky., serving all inter- 
mediate points, and the off-route points 
within 3 miles of the specified route, with 
restriction; serving one alternate route 
for operating convenience only; empty 
equipment only, between Louisville, Ky., 
and Cincinnati, Ohio, serving no inter- 
mediate points; and the commodities 
classified as (a) meats, meat products, 
and meat byproducts, (b) dairy products, 
and (c) articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses in the appendix to the 
Commission’s report in Modification of 
Permits—Packinghouse Products, 46 
M.C.C. 23, over irregular routes, from 
Lexington, Ky., to points in Kentucky 
within 45 miles of Lexington, with ex- 
ception; and 

(C) General commodities, excepting, 
among others, household goods and com- 
modities in bulk, as a common carrier, 
over regular routes, between Paducah, 
Ky., and Evansville, Ind., serving certain 
intermediate points, and the off-route 
point of Dycusburg, Ky., between Hop- 
kinsville, Ky., and Louisville, Ky., 
serving certain intermediate and off- 
route points, between Henderson, Ky., 
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and Earlington, Ky., serving the in- 
termediate points of Dixon and 
Madisonville, Ky., and the off-route 
point of Providence, Ky., between 
Smithland, Ky., and. Marion, Ky., 
serving all intermediate points, and the 
off-route points in Livingston County, 
Ky., on Kentucky Highways 133 and 135; 
between Madisonville, Ky., and Hender- 
son, Ky., between Providence, Ky., and 
junction Alternate U.S. Highway 41 and 
Kentucky Highway 85, between Dawson 
Springs, Ky., and Henshaw, Ky., between 
Madisonville, Ky., and Beulah, Ky., be- 
tween Nortonville, Ky., and junction US. 
Highway 62 and Kentucky Highway 112, 
between Princeton, Ky., and Hopkins- 
ville, Ky., between Dawson Springs, Ky., 
and Hopkinsville, Ky., serving all inter- 
mediate and certain off-route points; be- 
tween Hopkinsville, Ky., and Nashville, 
Tenn., serving the intermediate point of 
Fort Campbell, Ky., and with service at 
Nashville restricted against the handling 
of traffic originating at, destined to, or 
interchanged at, Hopkinsville, Paducah, 
and Louisville, Ky., Evansville, Ind., and 
St. Louis, Mo., between Kuttawa, Ky., 
and junction Kentucky Highway 93 and 
an unnumbered county highway approxi- 
mately 5 miles southeast of Smithland, 
Ky., serving without restriction all inter- 
mediate points, and all off-route points 
within 3 miles of the following described 
route, but serving the junction of Ken- 
tucky Highway 93 and- unnumbered 
county highway solely for the purpose 
of joinder of the following described 
route with carrier’s regular route be- 
tween Paducah, Ky., and Evansville, Ind., 
between Gilbertsville, Ky., and Paducah, 
Ky., serving the junction of Kentucky 
Highway 95 and U.S. Highway 68 as an 
intermediate point, between Calvert City, 
Ky., and junction Kentucky Highway 95 
and U.S. Highway 68, serving no inter- 
mediate points, between Cadiz, Ky., and 
Paducah, Ky., between junction US. 
Highway 68 and Kentucky Highway 408, 
near Fairdealing, Ky., and junction U.S. 
Highway 641 and U.S. Highway 68, near 
Briensburg, Ky., serving all intermediate 
points, and certain off-route points, be- 
tween Nortonville, Ky., and Nashville, 
Tenn., serving all intermediate points be- 
tween Nortonville and the Kentucky- 
‘Tennessee State line, and off-route points 
in Kentucky within 3 miles of the de- 
scribed route, restricted, however, at 
Nashville, against the handling of traffic 
originating at, destined to, or inter- 
changed at, Hopkinsville, Paducah, and 
Louisville, Ky., Evansville, Ind., and St. 
Louis, Mo.; between Morganfield Ky., 
and the junction of Kentucky Highway 
56 with the Kentucky-Illinois State line, 
between Madisonville, Ky., and Central 
City, Ky., between junction Kentucky 
Highways 175 and 70, at or near Earles, 
Ky., and junction Kentucky Highway 175 
and U.S. Highway 62, at or near Graham 
Station, Ky., between Fredonia, Ky., and 
Kuttawa, Ky., between junction Ken- 
tucky Highway 56 and Alternate US. 
Highway 41, and the Ohio River, between 
Princeton, Ky., and Providence, Ky., be- 
tween junction US. Highways 62 and 
641, at or near Gilbertsville (Kentucky 
Dam), Ky., and junction U.S. Highways 


62 and 68, at or near Reidland, Ky., be- 
tween Greenville, Ky., and Hopkinsville, 
Ky., between Greenville, Ky., and junc- 
tion Kentucky Highways 181 and 81, 
near Bremen, Ky., serving all inter- 
mediate and off-route points, between 
Nashville, Tenn., and Paducah, Ky., 
serving the intermediate point of Mur- 
ray, Ky., between Murray, Ky., and 
Benton, Ky., serving two alternate routes 
for operating convenience only, and 
serving no intermedite points; with re- 
striction; 

General commodities, except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B explosives, 
beer, ale, intoxicating beverages, house- 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, commodities re- 
quiring special equipment, and those 
injurious or contaminating to other 
lading, between Evansville, Ind., and 
White Plaines, Ky., serving all inter- 
mediate points, and the off-route points 
of Saint Charles and Providence, Ky. 
ELLIS TRUCKING CO., INC., is author- 
ized to operate as a common carrier in 
Michigan, Indiana, Tennessee, Ilinois, 
Kentucky, and Ohio. Application has 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-10079. Authority sought for 
purchase by WOODROW EVERETTE, 
doing business as W. EVERETTE 
TRUCK LINE, Post Office Box 145, 
Washington, N.C., of a portion of the 
operating rights of BOWMAN TRUCK- 
ING COMPANY, INC., Post Office Box 
6, Stephens City, Va. Applicants’ at- 
torney and representative: Edward G. 
Villalon, 1735 K Street NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C., and Eston H. Alt, Post Office 
Box 81, Winchester, Va. Operating 
rights sought to be transferred: Lime 
and limestone products (except open 
hearth limestone), as a common car- 
rier, over irregular routes, from Middle- 
town, Va., and points within 6 miles 
thereof to points in North Carolina; 
and empty containers used in transport- 
ing the commodities specified next above, 
from points in North Carolina to Mid- 
dletown, Va., and points within 6 miles 
thereof. Vendee is authorized to operate 
as a common carrier in North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Virginia, Delaware, 
New Jersey, New York, Maryland, Penn- 
sylvania, West Virginia, Connecticut, 
Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, Tennes- 
see, Ohio, Florida, Kentucky, Massa- 
chusetts, New Hampshire, Louisiana, 
Rhode Island, Maine, Vermont, and the 
District of Columbia. Application has not 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-10080. Authority sought for 
purchase by MACHINERY TRANS- 
PORTS, INC., 617 Chicago Street, Post 
Office Box 2338, East Peoria, Ill. 61611, 
of the operating rights of RUSSELL 
PORTER, doing business as STATE- 
LINE MOVING & STORAGE, 1150 
Madison Road, South Beloit, Wis. 53511, 
and for acquisition by ANTHONY T. 
LAHOOD, also of East Peoria, Ill., of 
‘control of such rights through the pur- 
‘chase. Applicants’ representative: J. 
‘David Harden, Jr., 450 American Na- 
tional Building, Oklahoma City, Okla. 
13102. Operating rights sought to be 
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transferred: General commodities, ex- 
cepting among others, household goods 
and commodities in bulk, as a common 
carrier, over irregular routes, between 
points in the towns of Beloit, and Turtle, 
Rock County, Wis., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Winnebago 
County, Ill.; and heavy machinery, be- 
tween points in Rock County, Wis., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
‘in Illinois. Vendee is authorized to op- 
erate as a common carrier in Illinois, 
Colorado, Kansas, Louisiana, New Mexi- 
‘co, Oklahoma, Texas, Wyoming, Mis- 
souri, Arkansas, Tennessee, Kentucky, 
Indiana, and Ohio. Application has not 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). 


| By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Nei GARSON, 
‘Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3648; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


NOTICE OF FILING OF MOTOR CAR- 
RIER INTRASTATE APPLICATIONS 


MaArCcH 22, 1968. 


The following applications for motor 
common carrier authority to operate in 
intrastate commerce seek concurrent 
motor carrier authorization in interstate 
or foreign commerce within the limits 
of the intrastate authority sought, pur- 
suant to section 206(a) (6) of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act, as amended October 
15, 1962. These applications are governed 
by special rule 1.245 of the Commission’s 
rules of practice published in the Ferp- 
ERAL REGISTER, issue of April 11, 1963, 
page 3533, which provides, among other 
things, that protests and requests for in- 
formation concerning the time and place 
of State Commission hearings or other 
proceedings, any subsequent changes 
therein, and any other related matters 
Shall be directed to the State Commission 
with which the application is filed and 
shall not be addressed to or filed with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

State Docket No. M-901 (Sub-No. 2), 
filed March 2, 1968. Applicant: E. O. 
KAVLI, doing business as MINOT- 
BOTTINEAU TRUCKING SERVICE, 
Bottineau, N. Dak. Certificate of public 
convenience and necessity sought to 
operate a freight service as follows: For 
the extension of class “A” certificate No. 
330 which authorizes the transportation 
of general commodities in any quantity 
between Minot and Dunseith, N. Dak., 
over U.S. Highway 83, State Highway 5 
and various county roads covering the 
intermediate points of Maxbass, West- 
hope, Landa, Roth, Souris, Carbury, and 
Bottineau, N. Dak., to include service to 
the village of Newburg, N. Dak. Both 
intrastate and interstate authority 
sought. 

HEARING: Not yet assigned for hear- 
ing. Request for procedural information, 
including the time for filing protests 
concerning this application should be 
addressed to the Public Service Com- 
mission, Bismarck, N. Dak. 58501, and 
should not be directed to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 
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State Docket No. 4189, filed January 
18, 1968. Applicant: KAYWAY MOTOR 
FREIGHT, INC., 430 East Highland 
Street, San Angelo, Tex. Applicant’s 
representative: Grady L. Fox, 222 Ama- 
rillo Building, Amarillo, Tex. Certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
sought to operate a freight service as 
follows: Transportation of general com- 
modities from Fort Stockton, Tex., to 
points in Pecos County, Tex. as follows: 
(1) From Fort Stockton to Belding 
Farms, 6 miles on Highway 290 and 8 
miles southeast on Farm to Market Road 
2037; (2) from Fort Stockton to Firestone 
Test Center, 13 miles west of highway on 
Highway 290, 1 mile south; (3) from 
Stockton to Coyaosa, large farming area, 
13 miles west on Highway 285, 17 miles 
north on Farm to Market Road 1776; 
(4) from Fort Stockton to Mobil Oil & 
Gas Plant, 13 miles west on Highway 
285, 10 miles north on Farm to Market 
Road 1776, 3 miles east on Mobil Road; 
(5) from Fort Stockton to Humble Oil & 
Refining Co.’s Gomez Gas Plant, 5 miles 
north on Highway 18, 5.9 miles off high- 
way on Humble Road; (6) from Fort 
Stockton to Duval Camp Sulphur Plant, 
15 miles north on Farm to Market Road 
1053; (7) from Fort Stockton to Sinclair 
Oil & Gas Co.’s Sulphur Plant, 10 miles 
north on Farm to Market Road 1053 and 
3 miles southeast on Sinclair Road; (8) 
from Fort Stockton to Transwestern 
Pipe Line Gas Plant, 17 miles east on 
Highway 290; 20 miles southeast on 
Farm to Market Road 2023 and 1 mile 
north on Transwestern Road; (9) from 
Fort Stockton to Northern Natural Gas 
Plant, 17 miles east on highway and 23 
miles southeast on Farm to Market 
Road 2023; and (10) any other instal- 
lations in Pecos County, Tex., located off 
of the above-named highways whose 
principal access to such installations is 
over any of the above-named highways. 
Both interstate or intrastate authority 
sought. 

HEARING: Not yet assigned. Requests 
for procedural information including the 
time for filing protests, concerning this 
application, should be addressed to the 
Railréad Commission of Texas, Austin, 
Tex. 78711, and should not be directed to 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Neitz GARSON, 


Secretary. 


[P.R. Doc, 68-3649; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Notice 573] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 


Marcu 22, 1968. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC 67 (49 CFR 
Part 340) published in the Frpera. 
REGIsTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effective 
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an applica- 
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tion must be filed with the field official 
named in the FepERAL REGISTER publica- 
tion, within 15 calendar days after the 
date of notice of the filing of the applica- 
tion is published in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 
One copy of such protest must be served 
on the applicant, or its authorized repre- 
sentative, if any, and the protests must 
certify that such service has been made. 
The protests must be specific as to the 
service which such protestant can and 
will offer, and must consist of a signed 
original and six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of 
the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., and also 
in the field office to which protests are to 
be transmitted. 


MorTorR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 67200 (Sub-No. 29 TA), filed 
March 12, 1968. Applicant: THE FURNI- 
TURE TRANSPORT COMPANY, INC., 
Furniture Row, Post Office Box 392, Mil- 
ford, Conn. 06461. Applicant’s represent- 
ative: Arthur J. Piken, 160-16 Jamaica 
Avenue, Jamaica, N.Y. 11432. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: Lamps and shades and 
household furnishings (except furni- 
ture), from points in New York City, 
Nassau, Suffolk, and Westchester Coun- 
ties, N.Y., Passaic, Bergen, Hudson, 
Union, and Essex Counties, N.J., to points 
in New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Maine, and Penn- 
sylvania, between points in Connecticut, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
Vermont, New Hampshire, Maine, New 
York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: There are 
13 supporting shippers to this application 
and letters of support may be reviewed at 
the local Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion office listed below. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor David J. Kiernan, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 324 U.S. Post Office 
Building, 135 Highway Street, Hartford, 
Conn. 06101. 

No. MC 76449 (Sub-No. 10 TA), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: NELSON’s 
EXPRESS, INC., 675 Market Street, 
Millersburg, Pa. 17061. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: John W. Frame, Post Office 
Box 626, Camp Hill, Pa. 17011. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex- 
cept those of unusual value, and except 
dangerous explosives, commodities in 
bulk, commodities requiring special 
equipment, household goods, and those 
injurious or contaminating to other lad- 
ing), restricted to the transportation of 
shipments having a prior or subsequent 
movement by air, between Middletown 
Air Depot, Middletown, Pa., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Harrisburg, Pa., 
in connection with shipments originating 
at or destined to points on the certifi- 
cated routes of carrier under Docket No. 
MC 76449 and subs thereunder for 180 
days. Supporting shippers: Gardon 
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Peters Co., Elizabethville, Pa. 17023; 
Dormar Manufacturing Co., Division 
Gordon Peters Co., Inc., Gratz, Pa. 17023; 
Bestok Underwear Co., Tower City, Pa. 
17980; Brubaker Tool Corp., Center 
Street, Millersburg, Pa. 17061; Leventhal 
Bros. & Co., Inc., Lykens, Pa. 17048; 
Muskin Shoe Co., Millersburg, Pa. 17061; 
TWA, Inc., 1801 North Front Street, 
Harrisburg, Pa. 17102. Note: Applicant 
intends to tack the authority here ap- 
plied for to other authority held by it at 
Harrisburg, Pa., MC-—76449. Send protests 
to: Robert W. Ritenour, District Super- 
visor, Bureau of Operations, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 218 Central In- 
dustrial Building, 100 North Cameron 
Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 17101. 

No. MC 105045 (Sub-No. 20 TA), filed 
March 18, 1968. Applicant: R. L. 
JEFFRIES TRUCKING CO., INC., 1020 
Pennsylvania Street, Post Office Box 724, 
Evansville, Ind. 47708. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Louis J. Amato, Central 
Building, 1033 State Street, Bowling 
Green, Ky. 42101. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Material handling equipment; 
winches; compaction and roadmaking 
equipment, rollers, self-propelled and 
non-self-propelled; mobile cranes; and 
highway freight trailers; (2) parts, at- 
tachments, and accessories for the com- 
modities described in (1) above, between 
the plantsites of the Hyster Co. located 
at or near Danville, Kewanee, and 
Peoria, Ill., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Alabama, Arkansas, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Iowa, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, 
Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, Ne- 
braska, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, 
Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, Wisconsin, 
and West Virginia. Restriction: Re- 
stricted to the handling of traffic orig- 
inating at or destined to the named 
plantsites, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Hyster Co., 2902 Northeast 
Clackamas, Portland, Oreg. 97208. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor, Bureau 
of Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 802 Century Building, 36 
South Pennsylvania Street, Indianapolis. 
Ind. 46204. 

No. MC 108736 (Sub-No. 14 TA), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: A. H. VIETOR 
(GENEVIEVE VIETOR, EXECUTRIX) 
doing business as ALBERT LEA TRANS- 
FER CoO., 423 Adams Avenue, Albert Lea, 
Minn. 56007. Applicant’s representative: 
Kenneth F. Dudley, 901 South Madison 
Avenue, Post Office Box 279, Ottumwa, 
Iowa 52501. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Malt 
beverages, from St. Louis, Mo., to Man- 
kato, Minn., for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: J. W. Owen Co., 228 Viola Street, 
Mankato, Minn. 56001. Send protests to: 
A. N. Spath, District Supervisor, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 448 Federal Building and 
U.S. Courthouse, 110 South Fourth 
Street, Minneapolis, Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 115491 {Sub-No. 110 TA), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: COMMER- 
CIAL CARRIER CORPORATION, 502 
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East Bridgers Avenue, Post Office Drawer 
671, Auburndale, Fla. 33823. Applicant’s 
representative: Tony G. Russell (same 
as address above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Liquid plastics, from the plantsite 
of Southern Resin & Solvents at or near 
Bartow, Fla., to points in Alabama, 
Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, and 
Texas, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
W. R. Grace & Co., Southern Resin & 
Solvents Division, 8700 Northwest 36th 
Avenue, Miami, Fla. 33147. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor Joseph B. Tei- 
chert, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Room 1226, 51 Southwest First Avenue, 
Miami, Fla. 33130. 

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 126 TA), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: CARL SUB- 
LER TRUCKING INC., North West 
Street (906 Magnolia Avenue, Auburn- 
dale, Fla. 33823), Versailles, Ohio 45380. 
Applicant’s representative: W. J. Boh- 
man, North West Street, Versailles, Ohio 
45380. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Canned 
foodstuffs, from Paris, Tex., to points in 
Mississippi and South Carolina. Restric- 
tion: Restricted to traffic originating at 
the plantsite and/or warehouse facilities 
of the Campbell Soup Co., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Campbell Soup, Co., 
North Loop Highway, Paris, Tex. 75460. 
Send protests to: Emil P. Schwab, Dis- 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 1010 
Federal Building, 550 Main Street, Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio 45202. 

No. MC 117439 (Sub-No. 34 TA), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: BULK 
TRANSPORT, INC., U.S. Highway 190, 
Post Office Box 89, Port Allen, La. 
70767. Applicant’s representative: John 
Schwab, 617 North Boulevard, Baton 
Rouge, La. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Drilling mud, in bulk, from New Orleans, 
La., to points in Mississippi, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Milchem, Inc., 
Drilling Fluids Division, 615 Saratoga 
Building, New Orleans, La. Send protests 
to: W. R. Atkins, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 'T-4009 Federal 
Building, 701 Loyola Avenue, New 
Orleans, La. 70113. 

No. MC 118159 (Sub-No. 48 TA), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: EVERETT 
LOWRANCE, 4916 Jefferson Highway, 
Post Office Box 10216, New Orleans, La. 
70121. Applicant’s representative: Harold 
R. Ainsworth, 2307 American Bank 
Building, New Orleans, La. 170130. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Sodium hypo- 
chlorite solution (except in bulk, in tank 
vehicles) , from Houston, Tex., to points 
in Louisiana, for 150 days. Supporting 
shipper: The Clorox Co., 850 42d Avenue, 
Oakland, Calif. 94601. Send protests to: 
W. R. Atkins, District Supervisor, Bureau 
of Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, T-4009 Federal Building, 


701 Loyola Avenue, New Orleans, La. 
70113. 

No. MC 127468 (Sub-No. 6 TA), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: LTD, INC., 
3250 South Western Avenue, Chicago, 
Til. 60608. Applicant’s representative: 
Seymour S. Guthman, 1025 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Clocks, for the account of 
Forest Industries, a wholly owned sub- 
sidiary of Sunbeam Corp., from Forest, 
Miss., to Memphis, Tenn., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Sunbeam Corp., 
5400 West Roosevelt Road, Chicago, Il. 
60650. Send protests to: Roger L. 
Buchanan, District Supervisor, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 219 South Dearborn Street, 
Room 1086, Chicago, Ill. 60604. 

No. MC 129759 TA, filed March 13, 
1968. Applicant: CAPITOL SERVICE 
Co., INC., 1405 Wheeling Avenue, Glen 
Dale, W. Va. 26038. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: D. L. Bennett, 206 First Na- 
tional Bank Building, Wheeling, W. Va. 
26003. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Wrought 
iron conduit pipe, on trailers equipped 
with cranes for unloading, from Glen 
Dale, W. Va. (Marshall County), to 
points in Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Maryland, Virginia, District of Columbia, 
Ohio, New Jersey, New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, Connecticut, Michigan, and Dela- 
ware, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Triangle Conduit & Cable Co., Inc., New 
Brunswick, NJ. 08901, J. F. Bahr, 
Director of Transportation. Send pro- 
tests to: Joseph A. Niggermyer, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 531 
Hawley Building, Wheeling, W. Va. 
26003. 

No. MC 129760 TA, filed March 13 
1968. Applicant: ROBERT KANE, doing 
business as MARKAN DELIVERY SERV- 
ICE, 118 West 34th Street, Wilmington, 
Del. 19802. Applicant’s representative: 
F. D. Hammond, Post Office Box 53, 
Dover, Del. 19901. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: New furniture, new household 
furnishings and appliances, and new 
carpets, from points in Delaware to 
points in Cecil, Kent, Queen Annes, 
Talbot, Caroline, Dorchester, Wicomico, 
Somerset, and Worcester Counties, Md.; 
Delaware and Chester Counties, Pa.; 
Gloucester, Salem, and Cumberland 
Counties, N.Y., for 180 days. Supporting 
shippers: Colonial Television & Appli- 
ance Co., Inc., Lancaster Avenue and 
Scott Street, Wilmington, Del.; Straw- 
bridge & Clothier, Philadelphia, Pa.; 
Keil’s, 11th and Tatnall Streets, Wil- 
mington, Del. Send protests to: Paul J. 
Lowry, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 206 Old Post 
Office Building, Salisbury, Md. 21801. 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] H. Nett Garson, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3650; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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[Notice 112] 


MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


MARCH 22, 1968. 


Synopses of orders entered pursuant to 
section 212(b) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, and rules and regulations pre- 
scribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 1132), 
appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe- 
cial rules of practice any interested per- 
son may file a petition seeking recon- 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis- 
position. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-70258. By order of March 
15, 1968, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Roy E. Barker Produce, 
Inc., North Little Rock, Ark., of the op- 
erating rights in permits Nos. MC-127735 
(Sub-No. 2) and MC-127735 (Sub-No. 3) 
issued August 4, 1966, and May 3, 1967, 
respectively, to Roy E. Barker, doing 
business as Roy E. Barker, Produce, 
North Little Rock, Ark., authorizing the 
transportation of wooden boxes and fruit 
and vegetable shipping containers, from 
specified points in Arkansas to points 
in Florida, Colorado, and a specified area 
of Texas. Glen W. Jones, Jr., 1404 Don- 
aghey Building, Little Rock, Ark. 72201, 
attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-—70272. By order of March 
19, 1968, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to James A. Powell, doing 
business as Granite Auto Freight, 229 
Dorn Avenue, Everett, Wash. 98201, of 
the operating rights in certificate No. 
MC-73664 issued September 25, 1950, to 
M. L. Parsons, doing business as Granite 
Auto Freight, Everett, Wash., authoriz- 
ing the transportation of general com- 
modities, except those of unusual value, 
and except dangerous explosives, house- 
hold goods, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment, be- 
tween Everett, Wash., and Granite Falls, 
Wash., serving specified intermediate 
and offroute points; and general com- 
modities, without exceptions, between 
Granite Falls, Wash., and Big Four Inn, 
Wash., over a specified regular route. 

No. MC-FC-—70289. By order of March 
19, 1968, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to City Express Lines, Inc., 
Chicago, Ill., of the certificate of regis- 
tration No. MC-121299 (Sub-No. 1) is- 
sued December 20, 1963, to Herbert F. 





NOTICES 


Aulwurm, doing business as City Express 
Lines, Chicago, Ill., evidencing a right 
to engage in transportation in interstate 
or foreign commerce solely within the 
State of Illinois, corresponding in scope 
to the service authorized by certificate 
of public convenience and necessity No. 
5839 MC dated July 7, 1954, issued by 
the Illinois Commerce Commission. 
Themis N. Anastos, 120 West Madison 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60602, attorney for 
applicants. 

No. MC—-FC-70302. By order of March 
15, 1968, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Transport Van Lines, Inc., 
Papillion, Nebr., of a portion of certificate 
No. MC-44911 (Sub-No. 4), issued July 
12, 1945, to Charles Andrew Wilhelm, 
doing business as C. A. Wilhelm, Pine 
Bluffs, Wyo., authorizing the trans- 
portation of household goods and emi- 
grant moveables, between Pine Bluffs, 
Wyo., and points within 30 miles thereof, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Colorado and Nebraska. Robert 
J. Gallagher, 66 Central Street, Welles- 
ley, Mass. 02181, attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-—70305. By order of March 
15, 1968, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to William E. Lawrence and 
Thomas W. Lawrence II, Arlington, Va., 
of the operating rights in permit No. MC-— 
126503 (Sub-No. 2) issued September 2, 
1966, to Walter L. Hodgens, doing busi- 
ness as Southern Maryland Deliveries, 
Washington, D.C., authorizing the trans- 
portation of photographic equipment and 
supplies, such commodities as are usually 
sold by wholesale dealers in drugs and 
drugstore supplies, and bedding, towels, 
hosiery, handware, clothing, and clothing 
accessories, under continuing contract 
with certain named shippers, from 
Washington, D.C., to points in Anne 
Arundel, Calvert, Charles, Prince 
Georges, and St. Marys Counties, Md., 
and points in that part of Virginia on 
and north of a line beginning at the Vir- 
ginia-West Virginia State line and ex- 
tending east along U.S. Highway 250 to 
Zion Cross Roads, thence north along 
US. Highway 15 to Waldrop, thence 
east along Virginia Highway 22 to Tre- 
vilians,* thence southeast along US. 
Highway 33 to junction Virginia High- 
way 54 east of Montpelier, thence east 
along Virginia Highway 54 to Hanover, 
thence north along U.S. Highway 301 
to Dawn, thence east along Virginia 
Highway 30 to junction U.S. Highway 
360, thence east along U.S. Highway 360 
to the Chesapeake Bay. Louis Reznek, 
5009 Keokuk Street, Washington, D.C. 
20016, attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-70308. By order of March 
15, 1968, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Indiana Trails, Inc., Cin- 
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cinnati, Ohio, of the operating rights in 
certificate No. MC-114246 (Sub-No. 1) 
issued April 16, 1954, to Charles D. Pratt, 
doing business as Indiana Trails, Vevay, 
ind., authorizing the transportation of 
passengers and their baggage, and ex- 
press, mail, and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, between Madi- 
son, Ind., and Cincinnati, Ohio, serving 
all intermediate points, over the follow- 
ing regular route: From Madison, Ind., 
over Indiana Highway 56 to Aurora, 
Ind., and thence over U.S. Highway 50 
to Cincinnati, Ohio, and return over the 
same route. Sand and Sand, 703 Jef- 
ferson Avenue, Cincinnati, Ohio 45215, 
attorney for applicants. 


[SEAL] H. Neri Garson, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3651; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 


8:46 a.m.] 





[Section 5a Application 87, Amdt. 2] 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 
SPECIALIZED CARRIERS 


Notice of Petition for Approval of 
Amendment to Agreement 


Marcu 25, 1968. 

The Commission is in receipt of a peti- 
tion in the above-entitled proceeding for 
approval of an amendment to the agree- 
ment therein approved. Filed March 4, 
1968, by Paul M. Daniell, Watkins, 
Daniell, Davis, and Serby, Suite 1600, 
First Federal Building, Atlanta, Ga. 
30303. 

The amendment involves: Changes in 
the bylaws so to increase Board of Di- 
rectors from nine (9) to not more than 
twenty-nine (29); and (2) permit re- 
election of the President of the Associa- 
tion for successive terms. 

The petition is docketed and may be 
inspected at the office of the Commission 
in Washington, D.C. 

Any interested person desiring to pro- 
test and participate in this proceeding 
shall notify the Commission in writing 
within 20 days from the date of this no- 
tice. As provided by the general rules 
of practice of the Commission, persons 
other than applicants should fully dis- 
close their interest, and the position they 
intend to take with respect to the peti- 
tion. Otherwise, the Commission, in its 
discretion, may proceed to investigate 
and determine the matters involved with- 
out public hearing. 


[SEAL] H. Neri Garson, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3652; Filed, Mar. 26, 1968; 


8:47 a.m.] 
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